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A Or a Short 
* -..., To a little Tract of - 

\ THEOPHIEUS BRA BOURNG, 
I Concerning the Changing of 

| | Crurcn-DISCIPLINE. 


*Wherern the pitifull ſimplicity of the ſaid Tract is 
diſcovered, and the Authors folly made 
maniteſt to all men. 


And it is made fully appear, that he hath ſayd nothing to the pur= - 
© poſe, in attempting to prove thatghe Government of the Church 
ought to be put into the hands of the Magiitrare, 


' With an Anſwer to what the ſaid Author hath ſaid in ir, concern- 
| ingthe Sabbath, rogether with a Copy of his Recant ation of 
the very ſame Dorine in the High Commiſſion. 
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| By Jobs Collings, B.D. and Preacher of the Goſpel inthe City of 
*s Norwich, 


F thoſe mine Enemies which would not that 1 (bould rale over 
| them. Bring hit her ad ſlay then before me, Luke 1 9.27. 
G : 


| Acceſſi ipſa rerum experientia, que nos quidem ita in bac diſcipling confirms- 
= -vit,ut i quis eam vel per (eut malam damnare, vel a nobis eripere conetur, 
| _ iHlam non magis quam 1þſ1145 doFring defenſionem n nobic deſeri poſſe profite- 


amur. Theod: Bezz- Tratatus pics (fy mideratis de vera Excommuni- 
catione & Chriſtiano Presbyterio, 
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To the Honourable 
Cuarrts Georges Cock, Eſq; 
Oneof the ludges of 'the Court 
of AD MIRALTY. 


SIR, 
SFa2Our ſelf in part knows how 
W great a work lies upon my 
| feeble ſhoulders, from 
winch when I can get a 
little reſpiration, I uſe to recreate my 
ſelf nowandithen with reading over” 
ſucknew [Books as' the preſent 'Age 
affords ;- 'amongſt others, this laſt 
Summep-.came to- my hands a hetle 
Manual,/publiſhed by one T hevphi- 
I A 2 lus 


lus Brabourn in this City, - a Book 
about the bigneſs of anAlmanackzcal- 
culated for the Meridian of Heidel- 
burgh, but may generally ſerve t6 
diſcover the Atheiſm of every cor- 
rupt heart, which would have any 
ys, ater than Chriſt to rule over 
I found the Book * fit' for my 
turn, (1 mean to make me merry.) 
When it had ſerved me a little in 
that deſi Ign, Writing upon it | 
g peclatum admiſs1 [riſum teneatis,;' 
| laid it aſide as a thing that $670 
not. pay the' charge of- an-hours: 
pains to be ſpent about it, and* Fuilty 
of {o_ much ſimplicity, hace 2 man 
could .nat..meddle with! 1t:without' 
expoſihg\! his judgment. to a juſt -cen- 
ſure for. accounting it worth his 
time, onely pitying its unhappinels, 
inbeing printed. 1 in ſuch Fro—_ 
; - þ 1at 
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that the' Leavs (not worthy to'be 
read) were fit for nothing elſe, Oc- 
caſionally ſorne time after ſpeaking 
with- the Stationer , who .procu- 
red it to be printed, acking an 'ac- 


count of him how he came to bave 
a hand 1 in printing {nchian impertt- 


nent Diſcourſe, he'told me,] The Au- 

thor payd for the Impreſcion himſelf ; 
And for want '6f 1alefor them 1 
heard he'had diſperſed thems Gra-" 
! | tuities to ſeveral (perſons of worth, 
| amongſt whom, Sir, your ſelf, as | 
hear, was one, This made me take 
up f=eond thoughts to reade over his 
Book again, and ſearch for that la- 
tent' worth, which 1 perceive the 
- {| Authors opinion judged 1 it had. To 
g1ve you a {hort-account of what | 
found int, Sir, if I miſtake it nor, 


it eonfiſts of two re Notions, 
A 3 clothed 


, 
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- clothed with Fools Coats, and chagy 
of Garments, they have Non ON 
T autologies , im ertnencies., Britiſh 
Language . Such Bundles of. Pe 


ſtufts there are, in which the little 


Needle of pretended Reaſon. lies, 


that there is no great fear of any 


ones finding it to. prick. his fingers. 
withit. And when | lad done, (ant- 
madyerting upon . the Book as I 
went) Þ was put to/.a new ſtudy, 
how to. excule my. {elf to the world 
for the loſs of ſo much time z 1t was 
no little temptation to me to allow 
his Arguments more than they de- 
ſerved , that the world might nor! 
judg me excecding 1dle for encoun+; 
tring ſuch a wooden Adver fary. As. 
laſt Lremembred,that Biſhop} hite,, 
at the Sings command, ha made. 
humlelt as liable to Exception, an- 


ſwering 


ſwering one of this Rabbies Books, 
{ wherein he would have made the 
world believe Chriſt was not Lord of 
the Sabbath. In ſhort, when I heard 
he had been at the expence not ohe- 
ly of ſo much time, but money, to 
iT his Venom, I thought it cha- 
rity to be at a little expence of time 
to prepare an Antidote. Under which 
notion, Sir, I ſendGWnor to you, the 
ſtrength of whoſe fanctified nature 
| can eafily believe ſufficient to expell 
ſuch feeble Poyſon, without any ad- 
ventitious help ; t have onely fent 
1t you, that if you meet with any 
Chriſtians ſo weak , that this 
| Venom may probably do them 
hurt, you may ( to ſpare your own 
pains for better purpoles) give them 
this Pamphlet. I beg pardon of you 


for my Enterpriſe, ] know you are 


{o 


- 
- 
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{o well acquainted with Pauls Epi- 


{tles,” that you know it is not onely T 

our work to''preach wihger $exigw, DuUt : 

alſo «mwyrminiyxr. The Lord: make | * 

you, Sir, and us all, ſtedfaſt zn the 

truth , always abounding in; the 

Lords work, 1 
TIS > 

Chaplyfield-houſe, Sir, I an 
Jan.zoth. I654- Tour mot humble Servant 


a - in the Lord Jeſus, 
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Indotus Dottor Edottus : 
OR 
A \{hort Anſwer to a little Trac of 


Trzrorentitus, BrxaBouRNs, 


Concerning the Changing of 
Church- clcipling 


CHAP. TI 


Containing a Preface to the Treatiſe, and ſome 
Animadverſuns upon Mr. Brabourn's Pre-. 


= & T is a »ot io» I baye met with ſomewhere, That 
the Article upow which Chrift was arraigned, 
Was that For the maintaining of his king! 
Office, accordingly was his Supericription of his 
Croſs ( we know) which is nou co prove it z 
if weallow the common ufa thoſe Inſcti= 
ptions, we may raticnally induce that Rey would hardly haye 
takennotice of the Blafþhemy they charged him with, if he bad | 
not had this ſuppoled Talon ro Nee ified him, which made Y. Gilleſpier, 
that famous Scorch Martyr Mr. Welch, in bis Letter dat. Jan, 799" Rod, 


WW 
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1616, tothe Lady Fleming, fron hs Priſen at cnn gey -F heh 


Bucer de P6+ yernment of the Chutch a 
hit, Ecclef, 


[.1.C.2. 


An Anſwer to 


is bis offering for the mamtenance of Chrifts kingly office in 


his Church, And if he be a King, Ecclefialtical goyeraumentis a 
piece of his -Kin faith Bucer,) Which makesthe Go. 
the notion of a fool3=banble, and 
cals to us to contend for the t:uch in thaty not as fro lang capri» 
»4, but as pro arts & focis dimicantes. And if I hadno greater 
Arguments to conyince me, that this notion; viz. | That the 
Lord Jeſus Chrift is fole King #n his Church, and bath gives it 
certain Laws, and certain Officers, by an everla5ting Law to 


| of 
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order the affairs of it] isa xtue Ifraclite, than the contpirt 
Gebal,and Ammon, and Amalcky againltit, ic wouldat 
to me be a Topick Argument in the cale, and Topicks me thinks 
(hould be worth ſomething co ther whe will allow no cogent 
Arguments can be brought to proyeit, You may venture to fer 
the Crow upon his heac.if = hear the /ews cry, Away with 
bim, Crucifie him, and to call him King in tiony to whom 
the pieviſh Rabble cry our, Ye will have no King but Czar, 
Bur the cafig yoak of Chriſt Hach always grated upon the 
neck of thoſe who have (aid co their lufts, Tow ſhall rule over 1, 
Hence have been the many contelts in the Church of Chriſt con- 
cerningEcclefiaftical power,and the frequent changes of the Sub- 
jeQs of irgfxom Presbyters toBiſhopsyfrom Biſhops roPatriarchs, 
from Patriarchs to Popes from thence to the Civil MagiFrate, 
ſo unquiet haye mens luſts been, when they panned this yoak 
was like to pinch them. But amongſt all the Enemies of Chrifts 
Kingly Power none appear more full of malice than thoſe, who 
Wcu 
haye bent their wits to make a Ringle to hang the Keys of the 
Kingdom of Heaven at Princes Girdles, Amongſt which 
prefent Antagoniſt ſeems to be ore who would quire aboliſh this 
facred Ordinance, which others (differing but in ſuperſtitious 
Fottns) ſeek onely to profane, And it is no wonder if he whoin 
a former Book hath denied Chriſt to be the Lord of the Sab» 
bath, (and in this too, the more ſhame for him, as T ſhall ſhew 
anon) ſhould alſo deny him to be the Lord of bis Church, 
Bur the Lotd ſhall reign, till Thom as Eraſtme, and Theophilus 
Brabozrn,and all other hisEnemies ſhall be troden under his feer, 
If this Author had had but wir & learning proportioned to ney 
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bang (Chriits Sword upon the Magiſtrates Belt, and 


Theophilus Brabourn. 
and malice, he might pofſtbly baye dome more hurt, than ac 
ſent heis like oo” Bur Gol hath ſo wiſely ordered ir, tharhhis | 
curſt Cow hath thoſe two horns very ſhort. | IV 
He confeſſeth he never read Eraſtz;; 1 confels one would think 
ſo: Por though his Arguments be fome of them of Heidel- 
burgh-metal, yet the illogical propoſing them, the nonsſenfical 
ealargements upon them, the naufeating — and imperii- 
nencies, With which we ſhall finde the little ſenſe in this Book 
encumbered, will plainly diſcover he wanced - fr aft his file, 
: he partaketh of his ſpirit, Nor are his Arguments fo 


| learned, that he need beſpeak us. for fear of our ſuſpition 
$ ſhould betollen. I eafily acquit him of Felony, and will ſe- 
cure him tor the price of his Book, that no learned man (h1ll 
t eyer teal them from him. ; 
þ He cels us in the Preface of his Book, of five pretty things he 
n will do. 

I. He will ſtate the QueFtion, and anſwer @bjeftions. 
e 2, He will prove that the Officers of Charch<diſcipline 
ls may be alteved, 
I. 3. He will (it he hach-wit enough) prove, we ought to 
J- ch 


the Minifter for the I. 20 
4, He will here and there ſhew that rhe Diſcipline of 
the Church in the hands of the Miniſters'ss Popi(}) 
and Prelatical, yea, Popery it ſelf (forſooth.) 
5. Laffly, we ſhall have a word of exhortation to the 
Magiſtrate. ; 

Three weighty Queſtions ly hid in this Rubbiſh. - .. 

1. Whether Jeſus Chriſt hath eftabliſhed any Govern- 
ment in his Church, vr left bus Vineyard tothe will 
of every Encloſer, | | 

2, Whether, if he hath. appointed any, he hath made 

the Minifters andother Chaurchofficers the ſubs 
jelt of it yea ov 10. ; | 
. | 3. Suppofing he hathge hetheyt his way of Government 
| may be altered by man, / 

Upon theſe three Points I ſhall catechiſe this Authos, . I muft 
A—_ to-follow him inhis illogical anpertigent diſconctes, if 
he had eyer been at che ie” we might hayecxpeced: a 
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more 
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111 Au Anſwer to” 
more orderly diſcourſe from him, bur the more we finde him 


diſordered in point of his rank and file the more liable he will be 
co a rout. | 


th 
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Wherein 44r. Brabourn's wilde diſcourſe ſrome his 
ſecond to bis fifteenth Page, in which he pretends to 
ſtate bis Quetion, is tamely anſwered. 


N his ſecond Page, &c. inftead of Rating the Queſtion, 1 
] finde him telling us his opinion, and aalwering ObjeQtions; 
in ſhorr it is this,that the power of Excommunication ought 
ro be tranſlated from the hands of the Miniſtery to the hands 
of the Magiſtracy ; and ſome reaſon he precends to give for ir 
which how it comes into the ſtating of a Queltion I cannor 
rell) and becauſe we ſhall have it hereafteryd); x; 793, I wall paſs 
ic here, but by the way I obſerve from his telling bis opinion, 
1. That he grants ſuch a cenſure as Excommunication, 
2, He grants that it was formerly in the power of theChurch 
=_ of the Magiſtrate.) Satan himſelf will ſomecimes 
ays Thou art Chriſt the Son of the living God. Inthe 
Apoſtles days he confeſieth there was 4 Government of 
the Charch in the hand of the Church, yea, and now is 
amcngRt Proceſtants and Papifts, he ſaith, &c, | 
Bur he thinks we will be angry at his coupling Proteftants 
and Papifts togecher. (Truly no, except we knew he had more 
judgment.) 
othis he anſwers, that we do agree in this, to putthe Go« 
yernmeat of the Church inthe Churches band, which he cals 
challenging the Keys, 'Tis true -we do, but the Pope chal. 
lengerh them for himſelf onely; Our diffenting Brethren, for the 
community « We for the Presbyters : therefore we cannot well 
£2 in couples. But we all agree in this, that whoeyer ſhould 


many other things, we all agree, That there is but one God, and 
#hyee 


ve them the Civil Magiſtrate (hould not; and ſo we do in 


Theophiluy\Brabourn. 
three Perſons, but what is this to the purpoſe? In bis fourth Page, 
he runs riot in telling us a great miſtake we ate guilty of, in con- 
fxuing Mat.16.1 9, for rwo Keys, one of Dottrine, arother of 
D+ſcipline, and he cels us, we may as well conclude, there's rwo 
Gates to Hell, from Mar 16-18. and two K eY9, Revii.cts. 
Nor will we diſown the Notion.” Mr, Byabowrn (if be ever 
learned his eAccidence) knows the Plaral Number ſpeaks of 
more than oney” as Lapides, Stones, Nor can/Fſee an #dfurdicy 
of more Gates to Hell thay one. Formality is the Gate b 
which one man enters, and Profaeneſsthe Gate by which ano» Cl:vis 
ther enters; 'and..as to that place, . Mat.16,1 9; The Gates of 91% bolum - 
Hell are the powers and wi ſdom of Hell ; and who doubts but —_ qe 
the Devil hata more powerfull Iyſtramentsthan one, more crafty "ng ED 
Tricks than one to execuce his malice againſt tie Church by ? 
and for that places- Rev. 1.18, I bave the Keys of Hell and 
Death, why mult that be needs underftocd: of ove Keyg 1 won- 
der? asif Chcif had but one way to delttoy, by Deathy and laſt 
into Hell, | 
The re(t of his Anſwer (as hecals it) is bur a piece of wit, 
wherein he takes occaſion to tell us that by theſe Keys the Pope 
hath pickt mens Purſes. 1 $0 not about to-defend' the Pope, 
but I ſhall prove ere I have done, that Mr. Br 46ozr»hath made 
his Book for a Key to pick Chriſt and his' Churches Pocke:, 
. which 15 worſe than picking mers Purſes, 'As to bis ſecond Ob- Ws 
jeRion, and his Anſwer to that, he might have ſpared that, how - i 
ever I have ſpoke to it alceady; | | 4 
In the later end of the fifth Pageihe comesapain and tels us, | s 
he will open his Queſtion z in the very next Line inftead of dc- | 
ing this he ſtarts an Hare,and runs after it, makes an ObjeQtion, 
If you put the Key of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline into the 
hands of the Chriſtian Mag iftr ateyſhall be not wſurpthe Prieſt s 
Office > I confeis one would think ſo, but our Theophilus wich 
a pretty diftinRion berween zam 7, of ſecarduns quid, hath _ 
folved this caſe of conſcience, he tels us there is an Authorita. ®-8* © 
tive Power in cenſurmg, and the Execution of that Power (if 
he had ſaid the Execution of the Sentence he had ſpoke ſenſe , ) Wh 
he tels us, The Magiſtrate hath the Authoritative Power, but IA 
the Execution of that Power belongs to the Alinifter . Hs | 
B 3 makes 


6 1M LnſWer te. gh 
makes the ſame difſecesce berween the Magiſtate and Minifee, 
thac is between che Judg and che Hang-manz but I alwa 
chought that xhe Hangman executed not. the Power of the } 
but his Sengence , To ſay the Magitrate bath Awchoricative 
Power in Church-cenſures, but cannot execute that Power, ſa. 
yours too much of ignoxgnce to need a-Copnturation. |: | 
But be means well, though be be. uahappy in his e 
(and it isno wonder, if the Bwilder of Babel he confoundedin 
his Language.) In his next Pazagraph, pag.6.. be tels-us. ie 
belongs to the Magiſtrate, 7 « ſummon the Delinguers in1o the 
Courts to ſummon Witneſſes, to hear beth (ides,to judge whet ber 
gnilty or not guilty. Ta his ſeventh Page he tels us, that rhowgh 
the Pope and Miniſters do the ſame things, yet they have no 
Fight toits 
GA this is this learned DaRtors opinzon, but we muſt believe 
him upon his word 3 but may not a Miniſter and his Elderſhip 
ſend, and deſire one of the Church to come to them, about ſome 
bufineſs ; and if they will got, may they not ſend again, .orgo 
tothem, may they not inquire: how fuch walk as are in relation 
ro them, an on aries ot' two will fay to that Point? 
May they not if be. te gives them leave require them 
fryer th come ? \this'is that-onely md plead. arg th they be 
found guilty ; may they not reprove them ? *Surely this they 
may do, and if they will nat be reproved, (thatis, nor hearrey 
proof ) may they not refule-to ea? with them? 1 Cor. 5.114 
may they not rejett them? Tite3.tl. avaid them? \Rom 16 
2-7. Tius is all we plead fore 
_— Ia his eighth Page, bisguilty conſcience telghim, The 4po- 
_ files had that Power, but he would fain\mpoſe upon us a belief, . 
it was extraordinary, like the Preaching all night at Troas, 
eAtts 20.7,8. or Atts 4.34. or the (olleftion for the Poor 
every Lords day, 1 Cor,16.1,2,3. And herelsus be expects we 
ſhould prove the Apo/ties power in this was ordinary. | 
Bur hold (Sir) if you-hadever been at ("awbridg, you wonkd 
Mingent in have learned, that hethat- affirms a thing ſhould prove it, You 
cumbit proba- ſay, the Power was extraordinary, We expeR the Proof of 
Mo. that. Ocherwiſe by bis ditintion he may cheat us of all Gods 
Ordinances, andtell us chat the preaching of the Word, and ad-- 
miniſtring 


Theophrlns Brabourn. 7 
miniſtring the Scr#maxs was extradrdinary too, ' But if we pu 
our Dr. uport this, *he' thinks he hd dv laces. for haravy 
that before Chriſts time, when there was a godly Magi 


e 59% 

| Charclrall the Eccleſiaſtical power was in his hands, + 

in the ApoFtles tinve it Was 4 caſe of neceſſity, becauſe the 
Church wanted a Chriftian 1Aagiftrates 'Þ; 

Let us examine thele a little, Ler 'us put- bis fic Reaſon into 

the Urinal-of a Syllogiſf, and we ſhallſoon caſt the ſtare of his 


Judgment. | 
What was never done before the ApoſtHes time was 
Extraor dinary. kn 29997 
But the Miniſters or Churcheofficers before the Apo» 
ao {Fles time never had a'Power over the C burch, dim 
ftinft from the Power of the Civil Ma giftrate, 
e Ergo, it was Extraordinary in their times, 
p Firſt, if would be fo liberalas to granc him his mimor, yet I 
e need not, for his 92ajor halts, Extraordinary may be cakea in 
0 x double notion. 1, For tbat which hath not been of ordina- 
n r7 #ſe. Ia that ſeaſe onely the major is true, & amounts t0n0 gg 4; extr; 
? more than thi what was never done before the Apoſiles time uſum crdina- 
n was not before then of ordinary uſe; and what follows of that ? 114. 
© Te wasnot of an ordinary uſe in the Church before then for in- 
y fancs or any other to be baptized, (though ſome late Doors 
» amongſt us would make us believe it was), Will it therefore 
[4 follow that the Apoſtles baptizing wa$an extraordinary a not 
F. to be imitated ? Secondly, Extraordinary, may be taken for that 
which is oxt of dxe order, And in this ſenſe we derly the major, 
J= though it were true, that it was never uſed in the Jew: Church 941d extra 
t, .. I any more than our Goſpel Sacraments were, yet it Will not fo}. _— ah 
©) low, that it is contrary to the due order Chrift hath ſer tor his ih 
Ir Goſpel-Churches, nn TN MIC 
'o Bur the 92izor is abominably falſe, for we ſhall finde as clear 
| as the Light an EcolefiaFtical Government amongit the Jews 
Id diFFintt from = rags ag tn ns ſhall have chis over and 
1 over acai er me ſpend a few words to prevent a fur- 
of ther diftourt? of it, A | iF 
Js And for ſatisfaQion in this caſe, IT ſhall but refer the Reader 
_ to that admirably learned and judicious Fra& of Mr. Gil- 
's le iþie Fg 
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Sarons Rod lefpies called «A arons Rod blo oming, where he ſhall finde 
this proved by 
ot any of his Religion to anſwer, eſpecially cap, 3, whea he hath 


blofſeming, 
[1c t, 2,341 


5$,6,09c, 


Pape 9. 


An Auſwer to 


too many and folid Arguments foi Mr, Braboxru 
anſwered he ſhall hear what I can lay toir, For David, Joſcah, 
and Hezekijah, Mr. Braboxrn (ball dowell to tell us, where they 
cook upon chem to judg between the clean and unclean, and to 
put our of the Congregregation, So that this Argument inflead 
of ſerving Mr. Brabourns qurny cuts bis throar, For I thus con- 
clude. | * 
If the Power of the Church-government among#t the 
Jews was diftinit from the Civil, and im the 
hands of Church-officers, then ſuch Power under 
the Gofþ ef was not Extraordinary, but the Ec- 
clefraftical Power in the Jewiſh Church, was di- 
ſtint from the Cimil. Ergo. 
Thus you ſee how well Mr. Braboxr ns fult Reaſon ſerves his 
turn, 
His ſecond is, becauſe in the ApoFtles time there wanted 4 
Chriitian Magiitrate, n. 
The Argument is thus ; 4 rt] 
What w as doxe by the Apoitles, becauſe in their times 
there wanted a Chriitian Magiitrategw as Extras 
ordinary, This is true, 
But the ApoFtes took, upon them the Government of 
the Church, becauſe in their times they wanted a 
Chriftian Magiftrate, ——BErgo. 
| This we deny, we ſay they took ic upon them, becauſe Chrilt 
commitred it torhem; It lies upon Mr. Braborrn to prove, that 
the reaſon why they touk it upon them was, becauſe there want- 
ed a Cariſtian Magiſtrate. | | 
Ia his ninth Page he els us, Now he comes further to 
open the Queftion ; bedoth well to ell us when he comes to it, 
for none would judgit by his diſcourſe, and he ſhould not need 
have mu Te farthergor bicherto he bath ſaid nothing to the open» 
ing of it, F 
"What he faith in his 9,101 1,12. pag. amounts to this ſmall 
ſum of ſenſe, that his opinioa is, that the IMagiftrate in hard 


caſes he thinks ſhow;d conſult with the Minifter, as in caſes of 


ereſit, - 


he 


T Q-O nt oo 8» ©» 
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Theophilus Brabourn, ''9 

Hereſie, Dent,17.18,1 gs. and command the Miniſter to do his 

Office , 2s 2 ( hron, 23,19. 2 Chron. 291,45, 21525327430. 

2 Chron;$,1241441 5. 2 Chron.31.2.Bur the Miniſter bachno 

Power to judg and cenſureyoncly to adviſe and counſel, pag1o. 

This is all he faith to pag. 12. wa ed $ Fn 
To this I anſwer, weallow the Magiſtrate a Power, and ac« 

knowledg it his duty,to ſee that the Ordinances of God be du- 

ly adminiftred, and charge the Miniſters co do 1t, yea, and throw 

(pn of their places if rhey do not. And we think :thatin 

caſes-of Hereſic and Idolatry the Magiſtrate ſhould conſult with 

the Miniſter, before he condemas : But. that the Miniſters and 

Officers of the Church haye no power within the Church to ad- 


. moniſh and caſt our ſuch as are ſcandalous and obſtinate, is 


bur the doting opinion of our Theophilus, who bath halted in 
more than one divine truth. Hitherto we are bu: at Bull and An- 
wer, if our Plaintift examines Witneſles hereafcer in the caſe, 
we ſnall croſs examine them, and bring Witnefles ex parte de» 
fendentis. 

Bur by this time ic comes into bis minde that the Phariſees: p,,.. .. 
(who were no Civil Magiſtrates amongſche Jews) excommus+ ; 13. 
nicated one, John I 9. 1342 2434« 

Thicethings he hath to ſay to this. 1.1: was onely out of the 
Synagogues he ſaith, not fromthe Temple. Now'Synagogues 
were placesto preach and reade the Scriptures in, Afts 9.20. 

Afts 13.14,15. Butthe Temple was for ſacrifice, and from 
that he was not excluded, - 2. In that time they had no {þriſtie 
an Magiftrates, but Heathens, 3+. 1t matters not what they 
did irregularly. 
| Wewill grant him his fuſt notion, that he was onely ſecladed T, 
the Synagogues but we lay, this was an EccleſiaFtical cenſure. Buxtorfii inſt. 
For it: Mr. Brabours will pleaſe to conſult Buxtor fix bis In» fam. Ep. Heb, 
ftitut, Ep. Heb. familiaris, near the beginning of it (as I "Y -+4/ 


Þ member); or 196ems bis Jemjb Spuageguc, or Mr, Goodwins Fenifuamiq 


ewi(h. Antiq, lib.53cap.2, ot GelleShies Aarons Rod libez, 15:c.2- 
ED np ak > ry oe needfull I could ©iHſpier Aar, 
point him to, /he would finde that the /ews had three es of. 0&4 
Excommunications, of which this, wbich they called Nid-. 
dui was the fixht: and they. could. -3ngt | caſt him our of! the! 

.C Temple 


TYW.aTats! 


2, 


G oodwinyibid. 


Page 14+ 
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Teniple, tons, 1-4. IE till be had 


concinued a good _ uhder Niddeiz (45 Baxtar fines tels us in 
Ace, TH 
Ro, *; ſerond Reaſon muſt needs make his Reader 
» The Phariſces excommuniemed; be0ahſe they had ne 
Chriftias Mag iitrate, Is not this news? 1 cannot tell well how 
they (Who would never yet own Chriſt) ſhould have a Chri#ti« 
an Magiſtrate, If Mr. Brabowrn means they bad no Magi- 
lirare of their Religion , we anſwer, when they had it weno 
where reade he j the Unclean, nor eaſtour of the Syna« 


ggee: But we are told, 
rdly, that the Phariſees aQed irre 


oularly in this, as in mas 
ny other things, We grant they acted irregularly in man y things, 


and in this, making the owning of C bri#t the eivnd of their 
cenſure, but in the yer adminiſtring of the Charch-power WE 
cannct yield it, For Me Brabourn 91d us bu: now, They had 
no C brifian Magiſtrates, therefore rhey mult do it or none, and 
it will lie upon him to prove « did ſo, Chriſt ſaith no fuch 
Mr. Brabourn to prove it brings us firſt a ſeeming Argus 
ment, becauſe he dreams, They caſt him out from hearirg the 
Word, and this they ſhould not have done. But if Mr. Br abowrs 
had read Byxtor fi, ot {6 much as our Countreyman Mr, pn 
win, he would haye told him, that he that was gow" out of their 


_— 


Synagogues, might be preſent at Divine Servicegither to teach | 


others, or learn of them. 


Hz hach no ' further Argament but a Negative one from his 


readivg, pag.14. He reades not, God gave them ſnch powers 
which concludes nothing, except we knew he- were of more 
reading «an we are fure he 19, 

I dare nor ſay, —__—_ them power to do- all they 
but I direRed Mr. Frabourn even now to a Book, bey did 
prove he gave them power of Ecelefiaftical Judicarure, 
By this time he thinks he hath fully o 

he hath not yer. ſo muchas pur-it, nor 

bur ſpent a few impertinent words, to anſwer 


opened a term of it 


cond Chapter, and all I fay in anſwer to his firſt bufineſs, 


he cals the opening of his Queſtion, _— 
? 


better at proying than at u_y. 


his Queſſſon, 


= Obgin, ad and 
tels us his opinior is thus and thus, I (hall here (hut ways : 
C 
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TheophthusBrabourn. 
5 Onely I defire my Reader, to obſerye-thar that which Mr. 
Brabourn pleads for, he conteſſeth was wor ſo in the AbpoFtles 
days, For Chrilt (he confeſſech) left the Government of the 
Church, not in the hands of Civil Magiſtrates, bur of the Mini- 
ftersz onely Mr. Brabourn thinks this was alteyab/e, and fuſt 
he will prove, 1, Thar irm;ght be altered, 2, That ir muſt 
be alcered. Mey and Maſt ate rwo great words, Let ns ſee if 
this ryan be par a»fibru,” 


— — 
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CHAP. III. 


Wherein Mr. Brabourn'# examined, whether he hath 
ſufficiemly prov:d from his '1 5th. to his 27th Page, 
that the Governmint of the Church firſt ſettled by 
Chri(t in the Officers of it, may be altered and put 
into the hands if the Civil Magiſtrate. 


O prove the Poſſe of this confuſion, he hath brought us 

| four or five Scriptures, which be ſays, pag.15, gavehim 

bis fuRt light in this point z whether they gave him light or 

no I. know-not, confident I am I ſhall proye he hath datkned 

ſome of them,The ficlt place is x Cor,6.1,243,445 4697,8, Where 

St, Paul reproving the Corinthians for going to Law before 

Heathens, doth ordain this Diſcipl ineg that they ſhould ſet up 

Members of the Charch for Arbitrators or Judges to end 
their Controveresſier, Ahd theſe were altered, 

His Argument lies thus , 

Tf ane Apaſtalical Ordinance for Diſcipline may be al- 

teredythen another may, ———But one may, for that 

1 {or:G1, 24050, Was, ' 

rther may. 

- Topals by thewwajor, which I could quarrel with too, I de- 

ny the 25»or, No piece of Church-government lefr by Cheift and 

tes Apoſtles as a piece of the Governmeat of his Church can be 


G3 Mr. 


altered by anyafter their times, 


i  4n Anſwer to 
Mr. Brabowrn goes on, el Wee 
That piece of order which the Apoſtle eftabliſhed, 
I Cor.6,12,3507c. as.an expedient th avoid you 
ing to Law before Infidelsgwas a pieceof Church 
governments viz. to have lome wiſe man choſento 
ire the difference. But that 5s alrered.."Ergo, 

I deny the major, it was no piece of Church-goyerament, nor 
ever heard of any before faid it was. But Mr. Braboxrn makes 
us belieye he will prove it: andto So papety 

Page 15: 1. Hetels us,that the wrong-avers,the wrong«ſuſferers, 
the Judges were all Eccleſtaſtical perſons, the 
marters.of controverſiesas wrong-doingy 5c, were 
matiers of Scandal and Eccleſiaſtical cogniſance, 


Page 17- 2. That thing or .pexſon us Eccleſiaſtical which belongs 
: to the Church, (this is the ſame with the former.) 
Pape 13, Jo There was no Civil Power in the Church then, 


therefore it was Eccleſiaſtical. 
To theſe three, or rather two things I aniwer, 
Peter Marly! Tt was the opinion of Ambroſe, as Peter Martyr tells me, 
ag [0c that this Church of Cor:nth wanted a Paſtor, or due Officers, 
and the Apoſtle hexe writeth to them to chuſe ſome ſuch Offi 
cers, I finde no ſuch thing in Ambroſe his Notes upon the Text, 
ye Peter Martyr is notalone in citing him for it. If thisno- 
tion betrue, Mr. Brabournes minor is falle, in his firſt ſyllo» 


. 2, Othersthink that the Apoſtle here eſtabliſheth a Com- 
miflaries Court, and confticmes an Eccleſiaſtical Court which 
might take cogaiſance of civil things, 'Tis ſure enough the an» 
cient Fathers in the Church did much imploy themſelves in end+ 
ing differences amongſt Chriftians,/and thought they had an ob- 

Augl 2.de op.. ligation upon them to 1t from this place, This St, Auguſtine 


Mirach--29. thoveht, and groaned under his burtheo, Knd ſayes concerning 
paar 4 4 es herks was ſo diſtracted with buſineſſes of this natuce, 


Ep Ls.Ep.24. that he had ſcarce a breathing time, To be ſure he doth plainly 
enough tell us it was a piece of his workin his EpiS#le co ar- 

Chry/oſt-in loce Cellzes, and quores this place as his ground, Chryſoftome thinks 
it was a ſhame 030 ay pence (hould be any differ- 
ence which the Miniſter 


a. 
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ould not cad, [ Sacerdes;Þ he calls 
_ him, 
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TheopkithusBrabourn. 
him,acd Gregory Nyſſen reckons itas one of Thaumaergus 
his commendationsthat he was 1o at this work, How far 
this might be juſtified, when Chrittians had no ocher way to 
recover their right bur by ſcandalous going to law a moygſt hea- 
chens,l cannot tell,yet if it bad been fimply ualawful Peter A{2r- 
tyr noted well that Pay/would not have appealed to Ceſar, Bur 
to ayoid the ſcandall then accrued to theChurchyir is certain that 
theBiſhops took upon them this power,Bur'in that praRtice faich 
Mr, Calvin, there were two things bad, 1. That they took yp- PR 
on them a powey belowged no! to them, 2. that they pretended qe? £5 
Divine Anthority for it,Bor which Stapleton catechiz.eth him, Stapleton An 
and tels us, that the authority of Axſt;ve is more than Calvins, 1d þ 221. 
But Paress tells him well that the Apoſtles was more than 
both, whotel]s us that no man who warreth ext angleth him/e/f 
inthe things of thus life. And if the Biſhops had1luch a powcr 
before there was a Chriſtan Magiſtrate in the Chu:ch, Yer 
eAnguitiine had none from God, who lived under Hrxcrix ' Helvizi Chis 
who was a Chriſtian, I think Syeſirs who lived in St, A+ ol. p. 100: 


Pareus ad I. 


-g#ſtines timedoth rarely determine this bufine$ in his Epiſtle Syneſi opera, 


impre Pars 


Þ.31. Gr, 


xa?” Ardpor ics, 6 maar eo ny: ſraTHs dures 1Epits T5 x) KptFas 3, 
Yay aiſvmes x, 2 *Cegior tv yeovor ovyyy vm Twy 14GGo0 FE am 
AzUSyazy 6iÞ Fred, wor ones mh ov $0200 d Pomvus inpd fem, Nor 
ow 6 S405 Tus Blus 1) 6 wiv 16605 0 nawonrnks amdeinfw 7s way gar cis 
vany emicptr|t, 725 5 auviratey eauns Tere, amt 5 bs uy oy THIs apd'y 
{amv nueis 5 ty als yas fryer, fo SOthat Tthink BeredifFus pines. Juſtin. 
Juſt inianus ſpeaks beſt to excule thoſe Biſhops, who tels us that ad loc. 
they did not do it by virtue of their Epitcopal power, but to gra= 
tifie parties chaſing them to that eccentrick employment. and he ,,, x, , 4% 
who reades «Auguſtine in other places will*fe reafon to be- gg in P, at. 
lieye it, PE EC 128. 
Bur to return to declare the fenſe os place, The Apofile 
ceiving that by their going ro Law before Infidels (upon ey 
ioht oittiog) ek Chuth * fcandaliz:d, he wiſhethchem 'S 
ayoid that offence, they would chuſe' fome of the Church,” and 
refer their differences to him or them, if they were fiums xp:7/- 
ext, Matters pertaining to this life, lome trifling things of 
lefler moment, ſuch as are marters of ſmall treſpaſs, &c, But 
what's this to Mr. Brabourns Pa ? For firſt, This rot _ 
3 tered... 


I, 


' Whichnotionthe Magiftrate conſiders them not. 


| .. fm Anſwer to 
tered . No Chriftans now go to, Law before Heathens | bur 
referall their matters of rreſgaſs co Chriſtian J 2. has 
continyed cuftom amongſt conſcientious Chrittians, to chuſe 
ſome honeſt wiſe men to audit: and compoſe their leſſer, dif- 
ferences, and they think they, are bound ia conſcience to ir, 
3. Itis as clear as the Light, that if chis were not, yer. it is no- 
thing inthe caſezfor ſurely none but a mad man would ſay,chefe 
wereChurch-ofhicers,or that this.was a piece ofChurch-diſripline. 
O but the Judges and Executioners of this Power weremem- 
bers of a Church, What then} a Colonel of the Army is a 
Church-member, therefore as be is a Colonel he is a Church-offi. 


cer, Is not this ſhuttle-headed Logick ? 


Buc the Plaintiffs and Defendant s were all Churc/:oment» 
bers, therefore the Judges were Church-officers, Paul appeals 
edto (eſarz; Paul was a Church-member ; therefore Ceſar 
was a Church. officer. Good Logick again, 

But che things were things of Ecclefraſtical cogniſance being 
mattersof ſcandal, firſt chey are called mr &:wng,, by which I 
uaderſtand things which concera a mans outward wel-bei 
and properly thee are not of Ecclefiaftical copnilance, Church- 
o0vernours meddle not with treſpaſſes berween man and man, 
bur with treſpafles againſt God, and for matters of ireſpals if 
they have not a reflexion of {candal upon che Goſpel, they baye 
coding to do with them, and if they have, they meddle nor 
with them as treſpaſſes, but as ſcandals, and (ins againſt God, in 

$ IW thele At- 
birrators meddled with thema as matters of treſpaſs, and rook ups 
onthemtoend them, as ſuch, to prevent going to Law before 
Iafidels. . In (hore, when Mr. Brahonrz bath proved, 1. Thac 
they were commanded to be choſen. 


2. That Jobs. choſen by the 924jor yotes of .the.Church, 


as common Judges. 3, That they were. choſen to take notice 
of all matters of ſcandal to the Church as fach,. he will prove 
they were Church-officers:: but I will give him Doomel-day to 
make this proof good. 

Ia the meaa time he mult give us leave to tell him they were 
Civil Officers, choſen asis molt probable indiffereatly by.each 
party betwixt whom che controyerſy was,toend it ina peaceable 


Way, | 


' choſen to a civil Office, and 


Theophalus:Rrabourn. 
way, not choſen by the whole Church avftanding Officets, nor 
choſen rorake nonce. of ſcandal given,” buvto prevent ſcandal , 
or if there were ſome choſen by the whole Church, yet they were 
- = red by the voluntary fub- 
miſſion ries to Them, to a civi! employment, viz. ending of 
Gs ood judging of creſpaſſes berween mag and hen 

Nor is it any thing eo w—_ le thathetels us, there was no 
Covil M4 acGns cheſs apy" therefore were Ec- 
clefaſticals wwelay, thete were no tes, they had ns 
ye. - this by Law, bur by voluntary ſubmiſſion av. r5y E\ 

And it doth not follow, ({uppoling this courſe of ending dif- 
ferenc:s was aboliſhed utterly) that therefore the eſtabliſhed in- 
trinſecal Goyerament of the Church may-he alcered, But he was 
afraid of this, and therefore pag. 18, hetels us, thac luppoſe ir 
were Ciyil, yet it was an Apoſtalical Ordin ince, and why ma 


not the Apoitolical Ordinaxce of che Officer bring # Miniftcr Brabourn. 


be altered as well in excommunicat 105; a4 the Arbitrator in a 
matter tivilÞ Is not Inceſt 4 fin off thefeeamd Table as well as 
wrong -doing, and why may not then the Officer of the one. he al- 
tered as well as the other ? IVY 
If this Author uſed to ſpeak ſenſe I ſhould have queſtioned 
him, with what congruity of: ſpeechrhe calsche Officars of the 
Church, Officers of Peceſ but I mult patdan alittle non»ſenſe, 
or reſolye to be reconciled to his phea leg his Argument is this : 
If a Civil Officer eftabhſbed by the ApeſHe may be al- 
tered, then a Charcb=officer wap. Bur a Civil Offi- 


may. . O04 Ti; | | | 
He muſt prove that thigwas eſtabb;/hrd bythe Apolile, by z 
command, and not a meer advice; indeed v-rſe 4, our Tranfla- 
tion reades it,Sert thews ro judg,c:cowbo arc leaftefteemed in the 
Church: bur Parers notes well whilgre may be the Indicative 
as well as the Imperative Mood, :Mr.Calvi» indeed doth nor 
like che notion, poſſibly no more do 1, bur it is clear thole words 
bear not the fore of an abſolute Precepr, for then they were oblie 
ord m— to chuſe ſome, but ſome of the fimpleſt they had, 
ſi 


whicWis contrary to verſe 5. 

Bur that it was ef abliſhed by bimy it will not follow 
that Church-officers may be altered ys ** 
Apollle 


T, 


Apoftle pl ainly the cauſe of their conſtitution to pre- 
vent going to Law before 1 wfidels, If Mr. Br abowry can 
us Clear Scriptureto prove that Church-ofhicers were eſtabliſhed, 
on this ground too, to ſupply a: defet of a Chriſtian Magiſtrate, 
he ſaith ſomerhing, otherwiſe he;hach a therefore for his hy, 
But thirdly, theſe being as I ſaid but Arbitrators, to judg ia 
liphter things of treſpaſs, c5c..c1; do not think they are alcered, 
but that it is yet the duty of Chriſtians, in crifling caulesro chuſe 
_ wiſe men (pro rewat4) to yy and; pox Ng to Lay, 


for every toy. l " 


ww 


CHAP. IV. 


Wherein Mr. Brabourns ſecond Argument in. his tg, 
20,21 .Pages, from ACS 6.1,2, 3,4. 1s anſwered, 
and proved inſufficient for his purpoſe, and what he 
ſaith Page 21,22,23,24,25 j96 27. 3s proved mar « 
 veliows weak, 


R. Braboinwi is Come to his ent ſhift, he qo from 
Atts 64,2, thuss 
If it was lawfull for the Apoſtles ro alter Churchs, 
-officer 5,then iris for us. - 
But the Apoſtles altered them. Ergo. + 
He ſhould have done well to have _—_ =— _ or, for I will. 
ſhew him an infirmity it hath by and by. Bur be bad need prove 
the minors! . 
. Deacons are C burch-office rs, but they were altered by 
the Apoſtles, Att s 6.1243. Themſelves took ch 
of: the poor befote they weretwelye, > | 
choſe _—_— perſans,and thoſe but Jeven, and ſince _ 
have altered t —_ two Overſeers. 
I hope I ſhall Mr. Brabewrn upon his aa atl fa 
he Wes ha on both gp. FP ah 
I deny his major, t the Apolites did alter the Offers 
and Goyerament of the Church, yet-it will, not be proved we 
haye 


w "hd _— WH — = 


Theophilus Brabourn, 


have power, till Mr. Braboxry proves we have their inſpira« 


tio08. | | 

Secondly, I do not underſtand the ior, how thoſe Church. 
Officers becruſted with che care of che poot were alcered, before 
ever they were eſtabliſhed. *'Tis erue, before that time tie Apo- 
files did :4ke care of the poor, bur tha: they did this ex officio, 
as an a& of office, will ask more leaining than Mr. Braboxrn 
hath to prove, They plainly ſay, their Office Was not to ſerve 


Tables, what they did before, they did precario, by intreaty. 2 Car.$.4, 


As Paxltook the Alms of the CAlacedonians, 2 Cor 8,4, The 
Church was then but newly planted, by Gods Extraordina 
Embaſladors, there were then no ordinary Officers (or very few 
conſtituted, the Apoflles took all on themſelyes, As 6. they 
begin to ſeitle the order of the Church, and chuſe Deacons, 
Oc 

For our turning them to Overſeers, I have nothing to ſay, 
but from the beginning it was not fo, and I think there is as 
much difference between rhe Office of an Overſeer and a 


Deacon (till, as berwixt paying to a compulſory rate, and gi - 


ving voluntary Alms, And thus much may ſerye for this poor 
In his Pag. 21,22, he gives us many inſtances of uſages in 


the Church now alcered, as rhe boly kiſs, Rom-16.16, waſhing graburr;” 


the feet commanded, John 13.14. Selling all, and giving tothe 
poor, Luke 12.33. Afts 4 34. Collections on the Lords day, 
1 Cor.I6. 1,2, Preaching inthe night at Troas, Att s 20,7,8. 
St, John was raviſhed in the ſpirit ow the Lords day, we are not, 
Rev.1+10. T be Prophets and Judges of Iitacl were turnedto 
King's Jude 4.4.5 1 Sam. $.1,2. 

If I ſhould reduce every one of theſe inſtances into a diſtin 
Sllogiſm, I believe Mr, Brabourn fees the Arguments wotld 
fm mad. Bur I intendnot to take fo much pains, it ſeems Mr, 
Braboxrn doth not himſelt think ſo reyerently of them, there- 
fore he bath purſeyen of them to make one Argument, In ſhorr 
therefore -: 

Firft, Tanfwer, that he hath not inftanced inaty one thing 
that was 4 piece of Charch-governtent, and "ſo his Argument 
will not hold & pars. 242 *g/- ©: 

D - Secondly, 


1. 


nr dn Anſwer to; 11" 

-: Secondly, itwill not hold/4 majoriy for he argues meerly from 

uſages in the Church,which are far below diyine Ordinances and 

Infticurions, LP 

3 If ic be 4 m2inor4, thus, it che leff.r things might be alcexed; 
then che greater might,he knows or might Know the in{ufficiency 
ot his Argument, tor be multleara 19 luch argumentationsto 
conclude negatively, But to his inſtances, 

= For the Holy Kkifs, commanded as he thinks, Rom, 16.16. 


Tuſtin Martyr T hat it was an uſage amongsFt the Primitive Chriftians, we 


Apol 2. learn not'onely from ſeveral Scriptures, but alſo from thoſe fi 
- m_ A'ex. ments we have of Antiquity, /gn4!1s, JuSitin Martyr, Cles 
"4028-3, 


Teriul 1b. de 9095 Alexand, Tertullian, Origen, ChryſoStom , Naziane 
veland. Virg zen, Hierom, all ſpeak of itas a cultomin che Church in their 


Ambro ſ. in 
Rom.16. 


times, 
Here are two Queſiions aow upon this, 
an Example obliging us to imitation, 
weiverſal Precept. . 
b Tt is a great Queſtion how far the Exaryples of Saintsin Scti. 
ture binde, and in whar caſes, tor it is certain that in ſome caſes 
the Apoſtles examples bear the force of a Precept, I incend not 
co incumber my ſelf wich that Diſpute, onely this is certain that: 


I. Whether it were 
2.. Whether it were an 


what the Saints in the Primitive Church did, not as an aft of 


worſhipings nor relating to the worſhip of Gody but as a civil 
uſage of their Conntreys,doth wot oblige us, for then we ſhould 
be tied to ſuch diet & habits as they had, Now this Kiſs was but 
accordingto the uſage of their Covatrey, they were wont (o to 
ſalute their friends. Sxctonir indeed tels us, that 7 zberins made 
a Law againſt it, bur he bad as good haye ler it alone, for in D# 


Qu-tidiana 
eſcula prohi- 
buit edidho : 
Suet,in Tiber. 


"op $34: mitians time it was up again, as We may eaſily gather by Car» 
tial in many of his Epigrams : and (ato had long ago made a 

Law for ir, - - 
a So then in not obliging us as an Example, We muſt inquize 


ws .4 


1, Whether it be an obliging Precept or no, I = thar it isgit doth 


F- Muſcul. Ot is 2 ad rem, but ad modaum, re ſappoſita, if the Precept 


did binde them, then as oft as they met and did nor kiſs one ano- 
cher they ſinned; bur I ſuppoſe none will ſay ſo , the meanings 


no-more than thisit is the ge of your countrey when you meet 
to ſalute one anoher with a kiſs, if you obſerye it, Let your ki: be 
Ns eas Secondly, 


Theophilns Brabourn. 19. 

Secondly, it doth not oblige ad ſgnum, but 4d fionificatum 2, 
Not to the lor or fign, bur ey thing Ggnified, 7 Bo roken V. Pareum ad 
of love, andamity, and concord, thence called Oſculnum pacis, {*c. 
concordiey 6. And this Precept doth binde all Chriftians to 
be expreſſive of their love one ro another, Now Mr, Brabourn 
iseafily anſwered, | 

x. Asto the thing ſignified by the holy kiſs, Weare all yer 
to practice it, V N92 28v7 3! wu | 
- 2. Astothe kiſs it ſelf, the commandreacheth.not us, nor did 
it binde them, bur onely'to Loyeand Peace, and was wot a com- 


- 


. 
* 


mand enjoyning them to kiſs, but enjoyniag them 2f the 
uſed the civil cuStoms of their con;trey,touſe them with cha$t 
and holy hearts, Ncw I underſtand not how it follows, that 

x becauſe a uſage peculiar ro fome countreys may be altered, 

: therefore the eflentials of a divine Ordinance alſo may, 

, For my cw pait (abating the neglect of the uſage) Ichink 

we arz as much «bliged by that Precept as the Rowass, viz. 

" r, To mutual love, and peace, and all expreſſions of it. 2. To 

_ a Chaſtity of hearty in the falurations and embraces of our 

Gy f.iendsz burl pals this firſt inſtance. "%y 

of | Secondly, hetels us of the command ro waſh one axothers 2, 

il feet, John 13.14. and thisbe ſays is altered, therefore he thinks 

1d Church-government may. 

_ The proportioning this ſeeming Precept to vaiyerſal practice 


hath much'troubled-che world: Some thought ic a Sacrament, 
de bur this the: Papifis themſclves denys Bellarmine at leaſt; but pony. 1.2. de 
Paulus Tarnovius in his animadverſions upon the place bath $ac.c:24. 


pr ſufficiently ſhewen, that though be aoreed with the Papiſts in Paulus Jer- 
> 2 the main, yet it cannot be concluded by their Arguments ; the wy ey = 


fame allſo doth John Gerard conclude in his Harmony, which Sup. Harm. 
les F Ame Author rightly determines that the endof Chriſt in this Evang.p.749. 
oth aQion was not :0 Mt a Sacrament, butonely to con mend Sextus Senen- 


pt | 0. 6 Diſciples humility, and charity, who in this agrees #' L.6. Bibl- 


be underſtood literally but figuratively, The Lord commanding & "FRG il 


'gn | thisexpreſſion the general duty of I; | 16a 

| Y O humility. The cuſteme 6 continetuy 
{rbe ox 8 feet Wasa | Lo mp of thoſe hot countteys wherein Synechdeche 
dlys they were wont to walk bare 


with Sextus Serenſis. And the Precept faith Gerard is not to 


oot, and ſo there feet contracted 4 N =” - 
D 2 filth, 


20  An-Anſwer to 
Berg an fs Chriftthei Maſter wy, Diſciples feet added bu- 


"ot. od toc, Mility to the love which be complemeor exprelt, and the Preceye 


is perpetually obliging to theſe rwo duties, pot was it inteaded. = 


further, ſo thar this 1s not altered, Indeed from this uſage came 
Ambroſ.l 3. up a waſting: of feet. St. «Ambroſe-tells'us they were wont at 
de Sacr. QMillanto waſh their conyens feet before Bapuſm, bur ac the 
ſame time he tells us it was not uſed in the Church at Rowe ; and 
Aug, Ep.119. Sts Anguitine tells us it was every where abrogated in his time; 
c.18, and Joqunes Stephanus Durautrs tells us it was uled before the 
_ S F holy Communion in the piimitive Church, Angaitize inthe 
Cath:1.l.2 before mentioned place tells us many refuſed it, that it might nor 
c.55.n.14. be thought an appurtenance to Baptiſm, others again were afraid 
to diſuſe it; ſome chole one day todo it, others another; Bur ſaith 
Auguſt, he, for all ſuch things as theſe, Oe neque ſawntt arum Scriptue 
rarum autoritatibus continentur, nec in conciliis Epiſcoporum 
ſtatuta inveniuntur, nec conſuetudire univerſe Ecclefie robo- 
rate ſinty ſed diverſorum locorum diver fis moribmu innumeras« 
biliter variantur, ita mt vix aut omnino nunquam inyenirt 
poſſunt cauſe quas in ers inftitueudis homines ſunt ſecuti, ubi 
acult as tribritur ſine ulla dubitatione re ſecanda exiftima, 
hriſts example not being imitable in all things, and he not in» 
rendiog this Precept ia the Letter ſo much as the myſtery, though 
the Church while it continued in thoſe places where that cuſtom 
w as, did uſe it, yet it might be altered, being no piece of Gods 
worſhip, no O:dinance forthe Church ; bur it will not therefore 
follow, that che Subje&s of Church-goverament may be alſo 
changed. 
3 Bur thirdly, he tels us it was 4 duty ir. bent upon Chriſtie 
ans to ſell all and give to the_poor, Luke 12.3% Att 4434+ 
and this he ſaysis altered; therefore Church- government may. 


It wil{ be an hard matter for Mr, Brabowry to prove that 


it was eyer a duty upon Chriſtians to ſell all that they had and 
give to the poor, but he thinks he can from Luke 12.33. Sell 


that you have and give alms, But it is not fell all you bave.. 


Befides the Emphaſes of that Text doth not ly in thoſe words 
what you have, but in the word Sell, he is them there 
from coyerouſneſs, exhorting them to! a truſt in Gods proyidence, 
youthat are my Diſciples be fo far from diſtruſt in God, thar 


you 
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ou be willing t part with all at Gods cotnmand, be {© far from 


Zx 


ing unwilling to part with your moneys when dulycalled for, V. Chemnit. 


as be ready to expole your goods to ale, freely ro offerwhar you 
have for $fake. Doth any one think that Chriſt intended 
in choſe words, tharit a poor body had but a Bed to lyon, he 
ſhould ſell that co relieve the poor ? fo that this Precepr is nor 
altered, but bindes as much ag ever. 

But abominable ſimplicity doth our Author diſcoyer in 
briogipg the Example «As 4.24- when as Atts 5.4, plainly 
avers, that ic was notan WR duty upon thote Primitiye 
Chriſtians to ſell all their Poffethons, and lay them ar the Apo. 
files feer, bur at their liberty, Some indeed didit z ſo they may 
now if they have a minde to its and they were not efijoyned it 
then ; ſo that here's nothing altered; onely in praQtice, which did 
got oblige, | 
Fourthly, he tels us the Primitive uſage mentioned 

x (or.16; of having Collettions for the Poor 
every Lords daygis now altered,and they are made 
every day. 

x. I anſwer, this was no effential piece of Church-order, 
here is but a circum(ſtanee of time altered. 

And it was concluding, that if #t be in the powey of the 
Church to alter the circumFtance of time for a daty, for which 
the time is not deſcribed, then it 3s in their pomerto alter the 


eſſentials of an Ordinance. 


Bur beſides, mark the Gentlemans laying his Argument, if 
we have altered the time foy the colleftion of the Poor, then we 
may alter Church government, He ſhould have ſaidgif we have 
hwfully altered the time of our colleQions, c>c. © , 

But I cannot ſee where the» alceration is. The Apolle bids 
them, on the firſt day of the. week make colleftion, cc. bur 
doth he bid that it ſhould be no time elſe? We have colleQions 
oh the Lords day ofttimes, and on other days roo. Where's the 
akeration, till Mr. Braboxrs prove they never colleQed for the 
Poor but on the Lords day? 

But at Troas they preached in the night, Aits 20,7,8. 


Harm. 


T, 


Now we have altered that, and preach in the day + therefore Mir © þ " 


we may alter Church-goverment. 
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An Anſwer to 

I am fick 'of my Antagoniſts ſimplicity. - 1, Hereis an-ar» 

ing from an indifferent circumſtance of time, to an effential 
piece of Gods ſervice, 2, How: doth he prove they: never 
preached bur io the night? 43, Otherwiſe whete is the alteraci- 
on? May not we occaſionally have a Sermon in the night ? 

BucI pray obſerve the words', Atts 20.7, And pon. the 
fir(# day in the week whenthe D:ſciples came together tg break. 
bread, Paul preached mnto them, and. contmued he ſpeech till 
midnight, Now becauſe it is ſaid he firſt day of the-week., Paul 
preached to them, therefore 'Mr. Brabowrn concludes he onely 
preached in the night, Oc elle he dreams ir, becaulc ir is ſaid, 
Pax continued his ſpeech till 92idnight, Now ten to one buthe 
conceits Pax Rood but his hour (becauſe bimſelf hath no longer 
patience) and ſo he began his Sermon abou: x x, of theclock, 
how elſe he ſhould conclude that he nevet preached at 7roas, 
bur in che night,becauſe the Tex: laich, he preached the firlt Day 
of the week, I cannottell, I would fain reconcile him to ſenſe, 
if T could, - Poſſibly he holds, that the Day began when the Sun 
ſet;I cannot tell, and if he thinks the morning of the Sabbath 1s 
about 7. or'$..of rhe clock on Saturday aight,he ſhould do well 
to tell us, how the women came early in the morning to the 
Sepulchre,” Luke. 24.1. Which early was at the riſing of the 
Sun, Mark 16.2, Now bow this could be early 1a the morning, 
when-the morning began twelve hours before, I cannor tell, fo 
that T maſtleaye him perplexed jn his own non-ſenſe, having 
ſhewed he faith nothing to che purpole, though the Text had been 
tor his purpoſe to have proved a preaching at night, 

Bur his fixth inſtance is ſimpler than all the reſt, 

Becauſe John was in an extaſie, on the Lods day, Rev.t, 
10,11: and Peter fell into 2 trance; Aits 10.10, and the Pro. 
phets had. extraordinary Viſions, 'Dan.8.1,2. + Exech.t, 
Therefore Charchegovernment alſomay be altered, 

As if the Prophets could have Vifions, and the Apoſtles 
fall into Trances when they pleaſed, his Argumenr is thus, 

If the Lord hath pleaſed to alter bis ways of diſco- 
vering himſelf to his People, then we alſo may 
alter his Ordinances as we pledſe. > on 


Is not this profound Logick, think you? *Tis piry the man 
ſpent 


© ,35> 
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ſpent no more time co leaqn to uſe rhe little Reaſon Nature oaye 


h:ms | 
His laſt inſtance is from the Civil Government of the 


that was altered from Judgesto Kings, and Samuel and De- Mr,Brabaurn. 


borah were Prophets and Judges. 

| This Argument looks as if it would fight two Ways, 
thus | | 
; If God altered the Civil Government of the 


Jews, 


Either 


WS, 


then we may alter the Government of the Church. 
Good Logick, 1, Here's an arguing\from Gods a&to our 
aft. 2, From a Civil Government to a Church-government. 


Bur it may be inrended it ſhould frike thus. 


' Jf under the Jews the ſame might be Church» officers 
and Civit Magiftyates then it may be foyow, 
But under the Jews the ſame might be Churcheoffi - 


cers and Cryil Magiftrates, — Ergo. 
We deny the 24jor, God - 19pm irſoamoneſtthe 

if he can prove that God hath ſo 
ſomething. | 


Jews, 


appointed amongſt us, he ſaith 


.. Nor were extraordinary Prophets (as Prophers) if chey were 
of Lv 


no more) ftanging Officers Jewiſh Charch, 


And cow I haye ſhewed the vaniry of all bis Proofs brought 
to prove that we may alter the ſubje& of Church-govern- 


ment 
He (huts up this Paragraph With a pretended Anſwer 
ObjeQions. | a KA 
he firſt ObjeQion he Rates is, pag. 23s If Chrift left 
ſo alterable in his Church, then he was not ſo faithfull 
Church, as Moles was in the things of God, Heb.3.5 


tO TWO 


things, Brabourn. 


inhiyu 


. V.5. 


This hewipes off, by telling us that Moſes or dained many Sa- 


cxsfices and Ceremanies now altered. | 
1, But Tanfwer, Tis an eafiethiog;” fiſt ro make an 


Obje-- 


Aion, an then to anſwerit, I confeſs I have heard this median 
uſed to prove that (rift eftabliſhed a Government 'in bis 
Churchgbut never to prove it inalterable.Bur ſeeing he hath Rart- 
ed it, letme try what may be done with it; from that place, 
Heb.3. L 


Either 


Pag 23» 


14 Anſwer i 5:7 
Either the Government Chriſt ſett led-in his Church 
under the Gofpel i inalterable ſo long as that 
Church laſteth, or elſe Chrift did leſs as a Son in 
his own houſe, than Moſes did as a Servant, The 
+ Reaſon isplain, becauſe Moles eftabliſh: 6 Forms 


of Church-government inalterable while the 


Jewiſh Church lated, But Moles did not go 
more as 4 Servant than Chriſt did in his bouſe as 
a Son, Heb. 3. 5,6. Ergo. 

Now let Mr. Brabowrn aniwer the Argument if he. cans. 

The ſecond ObjeRion he Rarts is from 1 73m,5.17.- where 
he ſaith, Miniſters arecalled ruling Elders, and Matth.1s, 
17. Tell the Chwrch, and the Keys were given nottothe Ma- 
g1/Frate but to Peter, and the Byſhops are called Angels of the 
Churches, Rev.2:1, | | 

With all theſe he makes waſh-way, pag. 24-25.26.27, con- 
feſling 1t was ſo indeed, bur the caſe is altered fince there was a 
Chriſtian Magiſtrate in the Church, and this is this Rabbies offi 
nion: But Fig Chriſt ſay to Peter, / give thee the K eys till 
there: be a Chriſtian Mapiftrate ® or did he fay y Tell-the 
Charch, till there be 4 Chriftian Magiftrate > Till be proves 
this he bath ſaidlictleco the (pipote 

Much angry he is ar the lately written about Church. 
oovernment, and amongſt others, at the incomparable Book 
called Jus drvinum Regiminis Eccle(iaFbici, I have heard ma- 
ny Dogs bark at that Book, bur never yer could tee any dare 
faſten upon it, when Mr, Brabowrn hath well anſwered that 
Book I dare undertake to yield him the cauſe. 

And thus Reader, thou feeft bow pitifull 
hath proved that Church-government may Go altered; and 


ſurely he that cannot prove it may be altered, will come ſho. 


in proving 1t mult be altered, But lets try himat that. 


CHAP: 


this Diſputane 
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herein Mr. Brabourn's two firi# Non ſequitursb y 
which he would prove Church. government ought to 


be altered, are diſcovered. 

N Ow he comes to prove that Church.goverament ought to 
be alrezed,and for this he thinks he hath ſeven Arguments, 

(I am afraid they will not prove ſo many.) His firſt Argumear 

s drawn from a dreamed inconſiftency berwixt the Ciyil and 

Eccleſiaſtical Goycrament, His Argument lickt into ſhape is 

this 2 


That Government which «5 inconſiftent with MAagi® yi, er abourn 


ſtra. y ought tobe al:exed, Weyeld that, | 

But the Government of the Church in the hands of 
Miniiters and E'ders 15 inconſiſtent with Magie 
ſtracy, This we deny as an impudent ſcandal. 

He would prove it, x, By telling us it belongs to the Ma- 
giſtrate to ſummon ts his Conrt the ſcandalous perſons accuſed 
of whoredom, drunkenneſs, Cc. to hear ani examine Deline 
quent s, and judg whether guilty or not guilty, &c, 

Burt how doth this prove the buſineſs ? Ir belongs to the Court 
of the Upper Bemch to fummon D:linquears, to hear and exa- 
mine; and adjudg crimes, it belongs alſo to the Court of (axe 
terj ro do the lame z are theſe two Courts therefore inconfiftenc 
one with another ? Thoſe things are #nconſi5Fext which cannot 
Rand with one another, But Mr, Brabowurs pag.28, fals off his 
Argument of inconf#ency,and cries what »eed of it? All things 


that are uſeleſs are not inconfiftent- (Sir) What need hath the 


Church of God of ſuch teachers as cry down the Lords Sab- 
baths? bur yet they are-nor inconſiſtent with the Church, Burt 


(Sir) there is a need roo, there 1s Neceſſit as Precepti, God hath 


ordained fuch a diſtin} Government, therefore there is need 


God hath eſtabliſhed Admonition and Heremmaanicatioa 
as his Ordinances, and no where —_— the Mag'ltrate 
| with 


26 - An Anſwer to 
with che diſpenſing of them, therefore there is need of them, 

For thole idle S:mles pag. 28529. as they prove nothing, {© 
they are not worth raking notice of, =_ God ſets two Suns 10 
the Firmament there will be need of them. 

- Tnthenext place he would prove their inconſiſtency, becauſe 
he dreams that the Minifter will examine, jndg, and cenſure 
the Magiitrate, and the Magittrate do the like by him, Jn. 
deed if neceſſarily they deſtroy one another they are incon. 
ſiſtent, 

Buc I know no neceffity of that. The Magiſtrate ought to be 
ſubze& to eccleſiaſtical cenſures, and the Miniſter to civil Laing, 
and the due « xecution of each Office firengttiens bothzif any ſuch 
effects bappen, it will be m_ corru; tion of _ Which is 
no: ſufficicne to julhfie a conful1on of divine Ordinances, I deny 
eherefore that this mutual quarrelling follows from theſe two 
Governments ſer up diflinQ ex natrra reram. 

3, Thirdly, he would make us believe they are inconſiſtent, be. 


Fage 29, 


Tage 30 faylt im Scriptmreg nor any where elſe, 


His reading I ſuppoſe isnot very great; but I ſuppoſe Mr. Bra. 
boxrn will grant me that men ought to be puniſhed by the Magi. 
rate for Tnceft, and Iam (ure wereade the Apoſile commanding 
an ecclefiaſtical cerfure for it, fo that iris not inconſiſtent u 
this account, Mr. Brabowrn mutt make the Pope of ſomething 
oreater antiquity that his friends could eyes prove him, if he 
holds to this Principle, that before his time there was no Eccle« 


i Cor. 5. 


was not known in {onftantines time, nor of many years after, 
ſame world, | 
The latter part of the 3o. and part of the 31. Page he ſpends 
railing on the Pope, and tels us of a frange power be hathto 
i: make two inconfiflent perſons conſiſtent; pag. 3 1, he pays Pre- 
P lates, Presbyterians, [ndependents, Surely this man is an / 
waclite, his hand is again#t every one, Jn the latter part of his 
Mr-Brabourn, 2x. Page, he confeſſeth that in the ApoFtles day, and for near 
three hundred years after, the Clergy bad a juriſdiftion, but the 
-,ſe be tels us is now altered, 


Mr.Brabourn. cayſe he never read of any 5.9 png twice for the ſame 


fiaftical Government diftin& from the Civil, Surely the Pope - 
in all which theſe rwo inconſiſtent things had a deing inthe | 


' 
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But I pray Sir, had not the Clergy (as you call them) an au- 
thority her thoſe three hundred _ Lon ary the hn hun» = _ - 
dred nexr years, moſt of which time had Chriſtian Emperors ? if- 
they had, how were the two Goyernments inconſiſtent? if you 
ſay they had nor, you becray lamentable ignorance, and Bonrfa- 
cis tertines 1 chink was the firſt Pope, who was about the year lunicii Chron, 
608. faith J#nicizzs, then thele ewo Governments are not in- Þ+121. 
confiſtenc, Belides, was Epilcopacy inconſiſtent with Magiſtracy 
in England ? or Clathical resbytertes-in Scotland? or are Con. 

gegational Presbyrecies inconfiflent wich the Magiſtrate in 
New England? it argues great impudence, todiſpute againſt 
Experience. I come to his ſecond Argument, 
Wharſoever he ſaith was taken up in a caſe of neceſſity, 
or upon an extraordinary occaſion, ought to be re« Mt» Brabourn' 
moved (ſoit ſhould be) when the occaſion i: re- 
moved, 

We would have believed this without four fides of imperti« 
nent diſcourſe to prove it, where he doth bur repeat over and 
over again What he ſaid before, ro which I haye ſaid enough. 
Bur pag.35 he fals upon curfing the Synod, for telling the Par- 
lament thoſe three Texcs, I {'o7.16.192, 3. Ats 20.7;8, Rev Is 
10. Prove that the Lords day onght 10 be our Chriftian Sab- 


bath , and he tels us, fearful will be our reckoning at the day of 


Judamentyfor deceiving the Lords people thus. 

When a Dog Hakka Bi we mult give him leave to grin, I 
will Fop his mouth for this anoa with a topple oft his own ma- 
king, Butto his Argument we baye granted his major, now he 

D D gan 
aſlumes. 

But for Minifters to exerciſe the power and juriſdi- 
fton over the People, ce. Was extraordinary in 
the Apoſtles days, and taken np ina caſe ef nt- 
ceſſity. Ergo, This is falſe, 


He would prove it, but hath nothing to ſay, bur onely, 

1. Henever read the Prieſts or Levites inthe Old 
Teftawent had ſach a power. 

The fault was in himſelf, I baye ſhewed him where he 
mioht haye read it, No, wor he hath not read where Miniſters 
inthe New Teſtament had "aeY ſuch a power, $ 
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An Anſwer to 
He hath already granted us more than once they had, Oporret 


illum eſſe memorem, But, 2, He tels us, if they had, it was . 


a caſe of neceſſity, becauſe there wanted a Chriftian Magi- 


ſtrate, This is the 7} Cy]%uevor, here he begs the Queſtion, and | 


proves #dem per idem, for he 1s to prone that It was exiraordi- 
nary, and onely ia a caſe of neceſficy, Let him proye that this 
Power was vu. into the hands of Church- officers meerly for 
want of a Chtiſhan Magiſtrate thea in the Church, | hall, need 
add no more this is enough, Reader, to let thee ſee what an An- 
tagonilt I haye, 


—_— 


CHAP. VI. 


Wherein Mr. Brabourns third thing called an Argu> 
ment is found not to anſwer to its name. 


Cometo his third Argument, pag. 37,36, 37,3939» Hefut 


polcth his Argument, Secondly,then anſwers an ObjeCtion, 


His Argument is drawa from the Texts of Scripture, Mat, 
20.24425326, 1 Pet,5.3. Luke 124.14, It-mult be reduced 
to this form, 


What Chriſt and his Apoſtles forbad the Minifters of 
hu Gofpel, and what C hrift refuſed himſelf as @ © 


Alinifter to do, that « unlawfuli for Minifters 
fo do, 

Bat Chrift and bis Apoſtles forbad MiniSters to ex- 
communicate, and Chriſt himſelf refuſed to do 
ir, ; 

We grant the mzajor, and defy the 92inor, which he thinks 
theſe Texts will prove, | 
The Argument from them mult be this or nothing, 

Thoſe who forbid Miniſters to be like x # Gentiles, 
having domination over others, and to Lordit 
over Chriſts Heritage, theſe f-rbid Miniſters to 
excommunicate and exerciſe Eccleſiaſtical Diſci= 
pPline; and he who refuſed to divide an inheritance 


among ft | 
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among ſt Brethren, refuſed Ecciefraſtical Di(ci- 


line, 

But Chriſh and hs Apoſtle Peter forbad Ainifters to be 
like the Gowti 'es, having damination over others, 94nd to Lord 
it over Chriſts Hert:age, HMatth,20.24,25,26. I Pet,s 7 
And Chriſt himſelf refuſed to. drvide an mbery ace among it 
Brethren, ſaying, Who hath maae me a Judg cer you? Lnke 
1 2.14, —— Ergo. 

We grantche Aſſumption, but ſurely ignorance hath pirifully 
muffled his intelleuals, that ſees notthe non-ſenſe of the 124 
jor. Is there no difference think we, betwix: having dominati- 
on over others, like the Gentiles, and ruling others by Church- 
diſcipline? betwixt Lor ding «t over the Lords He irages and 
ruling the Lords Heritage ; betwix” dividing an Inhcritance, 
and governing the Charch ? 

lt he argues thus, (which he mult, it he ſpeaks ſenſe.) 

To have domination, and to Lord #t over others is fore 
biddene 

But they that govern in the Church have a Domination and 
4 Lordſhip. F* | 

Therefore that is forbidden them. 

We will tell them that he argues, 4 difto ſerwnduns quid ad 
dium fmpliciter, which is falſe Logick, and that there are 
four termes in his Syllogiſm. Domination and Lordſhip being 
taken in one ſenſe in the 924jorg and in another ſenſe 10 the mincy. 
If he ſays that all. ſort of Domination-is forbidden, We deny 
his ###20r, and defire him to prove. ity, in the mtan time we will 
give our reaſons why we deny it, 

For the words it is plain, that they immediately follow the 
mother. of Lebedees ambitions Petition (who dreaming of a 
temporal Kingdom Chriſt was to baye, had be ſpake grear places 
for them) upon chis Chriſt haying told her, | 2, "They could not 
drink of that cup. 2. Thatit was not. his to grant. 3. Hz cals 
the other ten Diſciples, and ſays unto them, "07s 3n o/"4pyor - 
7, ec, {o that he doth but forbid them that Rule and Domi- 
nation they asked, which was not a Rule in the Church, buc a 

great poWer in the world whica they dream of, 's 
But ſecondly, the words uſed 1 vamaxvei3)sm? ard xameErxona (x - 

3 0%, 
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An Anſwer to- 
oy, The Prepoſition v2 in both words, is taken in malan ar* 
tems, ſothe Apoſtles are onely forbidden Tyrannical Rule, #nor all 


Eraſm, Annot, Temporal Dominion, chis is Bellarmines Criticitm and Eraſmus 


- _ he. his note in locurm, but Bez 3 deſervedly rejetts this Criticiſm, 
: Thicdly therefore F 
Jo It is the general ſenſe of Proteſtant Expoſitors, that all fach 


kinde of Rule as ſecular Magiſtrates excerciſe, is here forbidden 
the Miniſters, and indeed the uſage of this word by the Seprma- 
Lint for any ſuch Rule, Ge#,r,24. er. 3.5. the ulage of xv21/- 
| y. Pareun ad &y, inftead of this wexd, Luke 22,25. where the ſame fiory is1e» 
3 los corded, and the Syriack, verfions tendring it in both places by the 
V. Ger-H.TM- (me word, is ſufficient to convince a rational man of it, efpeci- 
ally if we conſider, that the force of the Prepoſition var is ſufficie 
en:ly expreſt, by the addition of 5» or [#per, and that Chriſt hime 
ſelf is ſaid by the Septwagint rxgraxververy, Pſal.tto 3, that 
the vulgar Latine tranſlate it no more than vo» dominan es, for 
which Eraſn is angry, and hath added in his margin Dormi- 
ratio interpretisy forgerti ng thats, eAliquando Bonus dormitat 
Homer ms. 
"9%, 'Tis granted then that all remporal Rule is forbidden in 
Chriſts Mioiſters, (let che old Togar: Jaftrciarii, and the late 
An and Captain Minifters look to it) but *ds as certain 
thar Ecclefiaſtick power is not forbidden them, for this the 
Gentiles never exerciled oyer their Subj-Rs, nor was this agked 
by the mother of Ze bedees children for her ſons, 
4+ Bur fourthly, ſuppoſe we ſhould grant him that ſome Eccles» 
fixftical Domination is here forbidden, yet it will amount tono 
more than Popery and Prelacy, which maintain a Domination 
of Miniſters. oyer one another ; for Chriſt doth not ſay , he 


vant, Dut a 3s iy Say 67 var wins Wireghdl, We will allow 
Mr, Brabonrn, (though horfroty cls Text,)thatall'Minifters 
are <qual, and arenot ro dotnineer over one another, ler him 
make the beft he can of it, | 
'N Laſtly, if Fefus Chriſt had here expreſly forbidden his Diſci. 
ples and his Miniſters all Eccleſiaſtica! Diſcipline, he had con- 
tradifted himſelF in what he had faid before, Matth.i8 1s, 
17,18. and the Apofiles had as' often contradifted gy 6 
. E ory 


amongſt you who will rule over the People, lerhim be as a S-r- 


AE 


LA 


wav = £-Y. 


a i.4 "1 


10nal _ 4QC 


Ta Tos! 
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(ters as my ſer up any Rule in their Churches, or given any 
commands for the exercifing any ſuch Rule, as Row. 2.748, 
yea, and as I remember, Mr. Byaboury hath confeſt twice or 
thrice that Chriſt lett the Rule of the Church in their hands : 
but enough hath been ſaid ro ſhew the (implicity of this cavil. 

It Mr, Braboyrn bath Logick enough to finde out the falla. 
cy of this Syl:ogiſm,. ic will ſerve for a Glaſs to ſee the fallacy 
of his own in. 

ui nat eftex mulicre noneſt v/Etern, 
( briftus natua et ex muliere, Ergo, { briftns 
non eſt eA tern, 

It will ly upon him to prove that the Precept is not 43 a wipes 
A£244avey, Which he applies, ws 4 ws &gnuevor, 

His nex: Scripture iS x Pet;5.3, hd" ws xgraluervoyres Twr 
xahewy, neither as being Lords ever God: Heritage, His Argue 
ment isthis, 

If it be unlawfull for Church-officers to Lord it over 
Gods Heritage, then it is unlawfull for them to 
exerciſe Ecclefiaſtical Diſcipline, 

But it 1s unlawfull for them to Loyd it over Gods He- 
FrfFAPpes 

We deny his T ajor, the Officers of the Church may exerciſe 
Church-difcipline, and yet not Lord it oyer Gods Heritage ; 
the Argument is (ick of the ſame fallacy wichthe other ; it is a 

nnical Ru'e that 1s forbidden, not all Rule; the Eldets that 
rule well are worthy of double honour, x Tir.5.17, and Rom, 
x.2.8, thoſe that rule are bid to do ir with diligence; and the 
Hebrews are bid to remember to obey, to ſalute them that had 
the rule over them, Heb,13.7,17,24. | 

The Apoſtle doth onely by theſe words teach, that-Minifters 

haye not a kingly power, but a paſtoral cafe over their Church 


committed to them (faith Bez.4) and if the Apoſtle had meant Bex «d /:c. 


to exclude all rule by theſe words, ſurely he would not have 
commanded the Elders to take the overſight of the flock, ver. 2. 


he raxeth a prepoſterous Rule, ſaith Mr, Calvrn: and though it Calv. ad loc. 


be not always true, that yamxvertyw honifies a tyrannical Rule, 
yet itis a very frequent "., * of x2 in compoſition to incline 
the word to a Worle ſenſe, This I take to be the true ſenſe of _o 
POT PR r= (one hae words, 
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words, without which the Apoſtle cannot be interpreted inwich 
a conſiſtency to himſelf, Though I might puzzle Mr, Brabourn 
by telling him *cis zang@>, that is there uled, and fo here onely 
Domination over the Clergy is forbidden, in Which ſenſe ma ny 
of the Latin Farhers exyounded it, but its deferyedly rejected 
by Efting, Calvin Bez.a, and others, 

Mr. Brabourns third Text is, Luke 12,14 v.13, One comes 
to Chriſt, .and would have him ſþ:ak to his Brother to divide 
the Inheritance with him, Ard ver,14. he laid, 41, who 
made me a Judg or Divider over you ? Lec us argue now, 
Bur firſt obſerve. 

1+ Here is but an Example of Chriſts, whoſe Exa mple doth 
not always oblige, for Mr, Brabourn may as well conclude 
that we ought not to baptize children, or any ether, becauſe 
John 4.2, Chiilt baptized none. 

2, Wewill yield him, that here Cirifts Example oblioeth 
us, Ler us ſee what will follow, 

If tt be unlawfull for us to divide Inheritances, then it 
is unlawfull for us to excommunicate or jndg in 
Eccleſiaſtical camſes. 

But it ts unlawfull for us Miniſters to divide Inherie 
IAXNCES. =_ 'B's 

The 93inor may be true enough, bur I believe Mr, Brabourn 
had need ask day to prove the major. 

If it be unlawfull-for Mr.Brabourn ro atrite againſt 

the Sabbath, then it 15 unlywfull for him to write 


Books. 
But it is unlawfull: for hun to write againſt the Sab= 
bath. —— Ergo.” 


I date undertake to prove the m:»or, the 924jo7 I leave ta Mr, 
Br abourn' 5 judgment to be compared with the other 94 jor, 
Bur he is aware of our anſwers, therefore pag: 36437» betels 
us, left we ſhould ſay, 
I. That it was a Civil Power was forbidden them, . 
2. T hat it was atyramical Lording was forbidden them. 
He tels us, we grant him the Queſtion, 1f we granc him that 
Civil Power is forbidden, for thus Ecclefiaftick Power is Ciyil 
Power. Ft 
Whether 


Titanc 
with t 
fron © 


EXETC. 
nor dc 
firates 
like I 
were | 
I. 
were f 
2. 
houg] 
orb23 
Int 


Theophilus Brabourn. 
whether we have granted him the queſtion or no, I know not, 
but I am ſure he hath pitifully begg'd it, *cis out of pity to his 
wantot Logick if we have granted ir, The upſhot is this, if 
we will grant Mr. Brabourn, that all kinde of ſummoning aud 
excommunicating civil power, And 2. that civil power is 
forbidden us Miniſters ; then he will prove, that we are for- 
biaden to excommunicate, It Mr, Brabourn will grant me that 
old Hoſfier s make but young Divines, And 2, that he was an 
old Hofier ; Thope with a little help 1 may prove him a yery 
young Divine. 

As to the ſecond he tells us, that the tex:s expreſly forbid all 
ctule. What rex's I wonder? that in Matthew forbidds onl 
ſuch as che Genciles exerciſe,that.in Lxke only dividing the inhe= 
xitance, That in Perer, only ſuch a Lording,as 1s yer confiltent 
with the Elde:s overſight: ofthe Elders wer. 2. and the ſubmil- 
fon of the younger ver.4. Bur he tels us, Chri#t could have 
exerciſed authority without | wars bur he would exerciſe none, 
nor do we plead for any in ſecular affairs, which isthe Magi- 
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rates work + he tels us further, That the D:ſciples were never Pag 38,39 


like to be CMagiftrate', therefore it was not that power they, 


were forbiddew. This is nothing to the purpoſe. . | 

I. They might have aſpiring, ambitious ſpirits, and thoſe 
were forbidden them, 

2, They might domineer over their brethren [ihe Lora, 
mough they had no legal authority granted them, this alſo is 
forbidden, _. 

In his 39. page, he grants us that Chriſt { for all this) did in a 
aſe of neceſity grant a power to the Miniſtry, I never heard 
defore that Chriſt was put to his Chifts, ſurely he could have 
made .a Chriſtian Mapiſtrate if it had pleaſed him, oratleaſt 
&fc it as his expreſs will that Peter ſhould deliver up the Keys to 
lim when he Chould be in being, But he did neither of theſe, and 
derefore our Theophilus doth but dream of a necellity, 
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CHAP. VII. 


Wherein the abſurdities of Mr.Brabourns fourth and 
ffth Arguments to prove that the ſubj:&s of Church- 
government ought to be altered, are made to appear. 


Is fourth Argument, pag.40,41,4 2. iript of the imperti. 
Hg of expreſſion, ik he hatkiclodhed it, is this, = 
Sxch Offices as are a burthen 10 the Minifter, and 
hinder his ſtudies, owght to be taken from him, > 
This he proves by Att: 6.2,4. 
But the Office of raling is a burtben and hir:derance to 
a Mainiiter, and hinders his Preaching and Praye 
ing,cc This he proves in a wilde diſcourſe, p. 3, 
Ergo. | 

I anſwer, x. To the 84jor. Such Offices as are a burthen to 

the Minifter, and neceſſarily hinder him in his great work of 
Preaching and Praying, &c. ought to be remoyed from him 
provided they be not ſuch as God hach laid upon him ; for other« 
wiſe the Argument will ſerye co prove, Miniſters ought to leave, - 
catechifing, viſiting the ſick ,&c, Which are parts of his mini 
terial workgfo is Church-government, 

2, Asto the minor; 1 anſwer, that the Office of ley ought 
to be no burthen, and need not be any hinderance to a Minifte, 
astothat dae proportion of other duties which lies upon him, I 
believe Mr. Brabowrn might take his ſhare in Church-govern« : 
ment, arid not much hinder hys tuates for Preaching of late. 

But p+g.42, Mr, Braboury is afraid we will be angry with 
him for this, andto this purpoſe he tels us, he would onely have 
that taken off us, which we (hould deſire to berid of, that we 
might ſtudy better things: I 

Really Sir, not I, 1 haye been merry with you now agd theny 
and ſhall be ſo poſlibly again ere I have done, bur for anger I ſee 
nocauſe, except your Arguments were harder, then indeed they. 

might anger us, bur they are all tied with ridigg-knors, pull either}. , 
ead 31d they are undone. Whether out Loxd Jeſus Chriſt will be H 
angry or no fee you to tat, © | Fot 


like, tels us he is ſcan 
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For the ſtudy of better things, Sir, we ſcarce know better 
hap On thole which belong to the Kingdom of our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt, bur if you had ſtudied berter things than eirher of che 
two Books you have printed ſpeak you to haye done, you might 
poſſibly have had more comfort at the great day. You have dee 
nied Chriſt to be Lord of the Sabbath in a former Book, and 


' here you havedenied himto be Lord of his Charch. I ftearhe 


wilt let you oe day know, you had better haye been Rudyiog 
berter things, | 

I come to his fifth Argument, pag.4 3,444 $:46,47. The Ar- 
ournent is this, 


When circum antials of Government prove ſcandalous ic. Brabiurn, 


to thoſe withing and to thoſe without the Church, 
they ought to be altered, 
But Church-officers are but circumFftantials, and the 
" power reſiding in them gives ſcandal to thoſe 
within and without the Church, ; 

To make this Arguments, here mult a great deal be pro. 
yed, I wiſh we finde bur half of it ſufficiently proved. 

Furſt the 924jor is very queſtionable, whether ircumFtan- 
tials of Church«government ought to be altered as often as 
they give any offence, I belieye . we muſt change every day then, 
] cannot therefore allow the -24jor, without theſe two cautions : 
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x. Proyided the ſcandal be iju57xm, not acceptums onely,a ſcan= $candeium 
dal taken, but datur. 2, Provided that the ſcandal be uniyer- non eft nif 


fal; forif weſhould alter the circomftantials of Worſhip or 


Goverment as often __ -headed Weaver or Hoſier, or the 
Iz 


mals rei ex- 
emplam edife - 
cans ad deli- 
ed, T know not when we ſhould have un, Tent, in 


done; with theſe rwo cautions Iallow bis 9zajor, though he hath 1ib.de veland. 


not proved ir from the inſtance of the Braſen Serpent, which Yin 


though it was ſer up at Gods Command, yet, rt. It was zo piece 
of h Government,(o nothing to this caſe, 2.No eftabliſhed 
piece of the Tewiſh worſhip. 3. Plainly ſet up, 4s 4» expedient 
for a preſent exigent, tocurethe e flung with the fiery Ser- 
pents, Numb,21, and when the fiery Serpents ceattd, what 
needed the Braſen Serpent? 4. It was palpably abuſed to 
idolatry. | 

Hetwnware of the laſt, and therefore p. 45,46, for fearwe 
fhould ſay ſo. F 2 He 
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Hetels us fuſt, all our ſins together about Church-goutrue 


menty are as MUCH as idolatry. We aic aptto believe that in 
this conteſt about Fig, Soap 2 there are very great ſias 
commirced, but we d:(ire to kgow whethe: the greatneſs of thele 


fics ly at the doors ot thole who contend for Chrifts right, or of 
thoſe who oppole it, of which Mr, Byaboarn is one, | 
Secondly, he tels us, chere is a defference berween aboliſhin 
and altering a thingy he would not have Church power aboli(he 
ed but alrered, and put mto the hanas of civil Magiitrates, 
There is indeed a difference between aboliſhing and alcerin 
{ometimes, 'but not When the alteration implizs an abolition, 


| When wood is altered into fire, I ſuppole there is ao great diffte= 


rence between altecacin and aboltion, when Church: governs 
ment is wholly made a buft1eſs of ciyil power, I underltand no 
difference becween alteration and abol:r1on, 

Trurdly, he cels us, there is an heart-idolatry, and of this he 
would make us believe we are guilty in pleading for the Go 
yerament of the Church in the hands of Church- Officers, bur 
' he muſt firft prove , that ir is not the will of God it ſhould 


be in the hands of proper Officers, for if ic be, Mr. Bras - 


bourn may be guilty of profaneneſs in centituling others to it, 
ſooner than we, of :dolatry, in pleading for Chrifts Laws co be 
obſerved. So much for his major, 


But how doth he prove the 9ixor ? Therein are two hard 


. things to be proved, 


I, That the ſubje&s of Church-goyernment are meer Cir- 
curſtantials, I haye heard cf time: and place, being cixcums= 
ances, (yet they axe not ſo in all caſes neicher) but never of this 
{imple notion before. 

2.. Secondly, he muſt prove that they are a juſt ſcandal to 
thoſe without and within the Church, 

The latter he would do, v.44. He thinks that if Turks or 
Jews lived amongſt us, ſeeing our wranglings about Church» 
government, they would hardly turn Chriſtians. 

Bur whatis this to the purpoſe ? Theſe are the faults of per- 
ſons; if the world were not ſo full of men of Mr, Brabourns ſpi- 
rit there would be no wranglings, but che Government of Chuoſt 
would quietly reſt in the hands of his proper Officers, and then 


ho 


TheophilysBrabourn, 


. the Tarks and Fews would have no cauſe to be offended, I be- 


lieve *cis out of conſctence tothe fews convertion, that Mr. Br a- 
beurs is ſo(tiff tor the obſervation of the Jew:jh Sabbath too, 
if to gratifie the 7 #rks he would be circumciſed coo, doubtleſs ir 
would take away a gieat deal of ſcandal that the 4 #7 hs take at 
him, 

But the Papiſts (he thinks) [angh in their ſlieves,to ſee how 
they have ſ.t Puritans together by the ears, and how zealouſly 
we maintain Peteis Keys inthe bands of their Pope; Let them 
laugh that win though Puritans be tegerter by the ears too 
much, yet they have each of thema hand ſpare for the Papilis 
ears, and Mr, Brabourns too, *Tis want of reading, or elle of 
oocdneſs, or both, that makes our Author fay, we pl-ad for the 
Keys in the hand of che Pope... They would have the Keys for 
Peter as Biſhop of Roz, we . onely plead his tightto ti.em as a 
Church: cfficer; | ; 

He thinks *tis a [cardal 19-thoſe within the(Church, bur he 
cnely proves that the wranglings abou: them ate'fo, which is no 
thing to the purpoſe, *Tis a ſcandal to me ard all good men rhat 
Mr, Brabonrn (being made of 'an Hofer a Miaiſtzr) ſhould im- 
ploy his Talent no better, thag'in writing againſt the Sabbath, 
and againſt his Maſters kingly Power, doth 1t therefore follow 
it would be a ſcandal to me, it he. (remaining a Minifter il 


_ would preach the Goſpel faithtully, and plataly, and power + 


tully? 

Bu: he teis us, it is finfull to God, What is? Ts this finfull, 
that the, Gevernment of the Church ſhould be in the hand of 
Church-officers ? if he prove this *is fomething. bur he onel 
proves that our quarrellings abcut it are finfull, Thus Mr, Bra- 
bourn.cries Whore fiift, ro make us believe he is honeR,: If the 
world were not ſo ſul of ſuch wretches, as this Author, theſe 
conrelts would be. fewec that rhey are, and leſs fin conimi:red b y 
them. 

He tels us, -If Chriſt be the Head of ſuch a Church, 
(with grief be it Jpoken ) he' bath a ſinfull and ſchiſmatical 
Church, anda filthy, dirty, and'naſty Spouſe to bis wife. 1 
could eaſily grant all this (asto Mr. Prabowrns own perſon, and 
thoſe of his conſcience) but that theſe arc ao effencial parts of 
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Chrifts Church amongſt us, but meer Church-warts, 'which _ 


might be pared oft, and the Church live and be more comely 
witchour them, 


——— 


CHAP, VIIL 


ſho 
to | 
Wherein Mr, Brabourns ſexth and ſeventh pretended M 
Arguments for the alteration of Church-govern- the 
ment. as tothe ſubjeFs of it, are praved Whimſzces, -x 
the 
Am come to his fixth Argument, which -he hath done us the As 
fayour to put into a Syllogiſm, ans 
Whatſoever Authority, Power, and Juri|diftion over Chy 
the People i properly the Chriftian Magiftrates, the 
ought to be taken from the Minifter, and put into 1 
the Chriftian Magsftrates hands, This is un- or f 
doubtedly crue, Scr 
But the Anuthority, Power, and Juriſdiition over the People 

about ſpiritual Z x: ammunicationg tn ſummoning, judging, aud 

cenſuring them, i properly the Authority, and Powergand Ju- 

riſdittion of the Chriftian Magitrate, 
This I ſuppoſe will be hard co prove, and therefore I will ſpare 
the Ergoa while, 
Thiee tricks he thinks he hath to prove it, 

I, David ( he tels us) Hezekiab and Joſiah did exerciſe fo 
ek their Authority about ſpiritual things, commanding and ore ſub 
NE dering the Priefts and Levites about their ſpiritual Sacrifices bid 


for fin, and abont the Paſsover, 2 Chron.35 142. and what 


Pſalms to ſing, 2 Chron. 2.9.30. 2 Kings 23,21. So he | 

tels us, the Chrift#1n Magiftrate hath pawer about Excommu- ſuxe 

uiCations (fc. | | 
Is Mr. Braboxrns As and So ate at a thouſand miles diftance, , ores 

Ourqueſtion is aot whether the Magiſtrate hach any Auchorir E 

abont ſpiritual things, we giant be bach, and that he may ky the. 

ought to command Miniſters to. do their duty in Praying and _-_ 


Preaching, c, but the queſtion is, whether he hath any Autho- 


rity 


RNAI  4QO72 


Theophitus Brabourn. 
rity tO adminiſter in ſpiritual things, Let Mr. Brabowrn prove 
chat David, of Hezekiahy or Joſiah, meddled with judging of 
the clean and wncleay, and then he ſays ſomething, otherwiſe he 
may hold his tongue to berter adyagtage ; ſo much for his firft 
whimke, which we an{wered before. 

Secondly, he tels us, Sc. Pant commands, that every ſon! 
ſhould be ſubjett to the higher Powers, and (hrift was ſubjett 


to heathen Magiiftrates, and payd Tributes, and owned the Page 49, 50. 


Magiftrates Power, John 19.11. Now he tels us, though hea« 


then Magiflrates had no care of the duties of the firft Table, Mr-Brabourn, 


yet Chriſtian Magiſtrates who ſmiceeded them, and derive 
their Authority from theſe Texts too, ought to exerciſe their 
Anthority for the advancing both of dwties of the firſt Table, 
and alſo the dnties of Chriſtianity, Woeuce it follows, that the 
Chriſtian Magiſtrate onght to exerciſe his civil awthority over 
the People about fpiritual Excommunication, oc, 

Hence it follows, cc. whence I wonder ? from the Sccip: ures, 
or from Mt. Brabowrns grave dur©& «gn? if it follows from the 
Scriptures it mult be thus. 

If we muſt be ſubjeft to the higher Powers, if Chri(# 
' paid Tribute to zheathen Magiſtrates, and owned 
them ; then the power, and authority, and juriſdie 
ftion over the People about Excommunication, in 
ſummoning, jnaging, and ceyſuring them, 1s pro- 
perly the power, authority, and jariſdittion of the 
Civil Magiſtrate, 

I wonder how this will de proved, that becauſe Chriſt was 
ſubje& to the Magiſtrates in temporal cauſes, and the Apoſtle 
bids us be ſubjeR (in ſuch things as they haye power to com- 
mand in) therefore the power of Excomunication doth properly 
belong to them? Ir is one of the moſt lamentable conſequences 
ſuxely that ever was made. 

If it onely follows becauſe Mr. Bra*oxrn faith ſo, It is no 
, great matter though it doth, 

His third Gimcrackis, a diftinQtion which he hath got out of 
the London Jus Divinum, pag.77. (vibich he doth not under- 
ſtand) they fay, the Magiſtrate hath power circa facys, abour 
holy things, but aoti» ſacrs, in holy things. Now he tar 

ma 


_ 


2, 


Page 52. 


1 4n Anſwer ta, | 
mzeke us believe that the Magiſtrate/in ſummoning, and cenſuring 


ſhould only exerciſe a power circa farras but we muſttell Mr, 
Brabourn that a Magiſtrate. cannot do-this, bu:, he mult a in 


ſacris,or Church-goverament,'Chuich-cenſures are holy tluogs, 


and he that adminiſt;eth chem doth agere i ſacris lure, Bur 
{uppole this were true, that the Magiſtrate might adminiſter cen- 
ſures, how doth this prove he ought rodo it? Bur it will ask 
more learning than Mr. Braboxry liaih, to prove that the Magi- 
ftcare may do it, In the mean time] could wiſh he would let 
that learned Book alone till he can underitand ir. | 

I come to his ſeyenth Argumenr, whici he uſhers 1a ftrangely, 
relling us, thatin it he will not at ail conſider his Queſtion, Ia 
this alone doth he deal ingenuouſly ; for any one would think in 
the reading of his other Arguments, that he never conlidered his 


Queſtion, but here he openly profeſſerh ir,- and indeed he is as 
ood as his word, For his Queſtion is this, 


Q#,. Whether the ſubjects of Goyzrament ought to be 
changed from the Miniſter to the civil Magiſtrate, 
His ſeventh Argument is this, 
If they be changed, then the Magiſtrate may change 
them, if he will, for it ts indifferent, and if be 
doth change them, People muſt obey. 
But they may be chang:d, Ergo. 
Is it not pity this man waseyer taken from picking Stockins to 
be made a Miniſter ? 
I. Suppoſe we grant him all, yer he concludes not the Que 


tion; for he onely concludes, if they may be chang-d, they may 


be changed, bur what's this to, They ought to be changed? 
Thus the man ſhews himſelf an honeſt man, as good as his 
word, for he told us this Argument ſhould be cothing to thepur- 

C | , 
2. But how doth he prove they may be changed ? Forthis I 
{uppole he would baye us lock back to what he ſaid p4g.15,16, 
I7,18, to his 


what | haye enfants to him there | 
Ia his 52.p.& 53. &'54455- he anſwers an ObjzAiangand 


ſpends time to prove that £ngland may: be called a National 
Church, | 


Ihall 


49.27. I ſhall onely delice the Reader, to ſee 


TheophilnsBrabourn. 
I ſhall not trouble my felf with reviewing what he ſays a. 

ho chat, I clearly think with him we may be called a National 
Church, and.have no great ar cto-the' contrary 'the beſt 
I have 18, our cor being in an ortierto cenſure fucivas" one Ati» 
thor is tor his two profane” Bocks, which onely ſpeaks -us ndc 
Nationally Organical, Mr.Brabasre bath had an experience (as 
] hall ſhew anon? tharwe. werea Nitonal Chutch in this ſeafe 
ONCE: > '/ 
For whathe ſayth pagis5 65 7558+ inidefiance'sf the Chriſtie 
an Sabbath, T ſhall deal with him anon, this is buthis-old Vo- 
mir Which he once yomired up before, and lick'd it up in the High 
Commiſſion Court if he remembers. 

In his 58, > 59: pag.. be an{werech an ObjeQion, 

The Magliltrate may give his Power to che Clergy, &c. 

To this he aniwers, T; hat it is unlgoſul for thew to takg it, 
Matth,$0,253:6, 1 Pet.5.3 

Whether ic be unlawfull for Church-officere to take ſuch Au- 
thority from the Mz giftrate, or nog Iſhall not diſpute, nor have 
we any thing to do With this ObjcRion, for we plead far it av 
oiyen by Chriſt, not by the civil 7,45 26 

Tis! true as to the publick exerciſe of 1t, we thiok it our duty 
to wait for the civil Sanction, if it can be had, but when we 
haveir, we derive-not our authority from it bu: from Chrift, For 
bis Scriptures I baye anſwered them before; and what he ſayth I 
ndefence of his Argument from «hem, Pay.6O;GY; 62463 G42 
65. and Iſhalll avoid Tautology as much as Ican, 5 | 

Onely he makes: me merry, pag46 5366; 'telling'us, that he 
hath gratified m with allowing usthediftinttion of Civil, and RON 
Eetleſiaftrcal oa ah. which he might have rejeted at fir/by/bur tated 
we ſhall jee be wb catry ou bis r0uroverſic, *nd-yer allow 16-4 


rOMnemn. diffunit ton #457 Bpras OR 155! 

His whole how hath'been vo (prove; pre 'toth cheſe Pdwers 
may be: ct FoxmnadAe bores ni a oner yet he 
hath all this while »o+!y granted us @ diftinQionberween them : 
I wiltbog of Mir, Brabou#ri, tillhe hathpor more Logick, herc- 
afeex togranchis/Adverfiipno-morethan he eek 

Wonder [nd reatte!diaw pp 266. x1mot confelſing in 'the 
Jewiſh "Ohmnch a'S$RbkKion on hee Civil -and Eecleittcn 

ower, 


> Au Anſwer to ' ! 
Powers who had pelinn ſo boldly frnyed | it 5 P4g-9y10%T 1y 
12,13 © & 

Thus thou leelty Reader, how we!l Mr. Brabourn bath proved 
that the power ot-Church«ceriſures ought: tobe trapsferred from 
the Minllieg; 057. to the civit Magiſtrate, 7 - 

Buc now be will prove thas-qur Diſcipline is nor onely Popiſh, 
and Prelatical, bur alſo plat Popery. The Devitivcome down 
with great rage, for his time is but Mort, We hall by exami-. 
ning this ſee whether Mc, Brabowrn be Compes MMentis or nog Of 
knows what Popery is. | 
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CHAP. IX. 


Wherein MaSter Brabourn - (in ſaying, That the 
Church- goverment in the hands of proper Church. 
officers , is_ Popery, &c-) is proved, initead of the 
words of, truth and ſobermiſs, to have ſpoke the words 


of fal/>ood and maaneſs, h and little leſs than Blaſphe= 
my, 


He wore. be thinks of = Bcdefiflica cenſuring, the 
fs oe: he likes it . vie man, *is pity he thinks of ir 
ſo mychy exgeptic. were tO / crank urpoſe,: He thinks 2:55 plain 
Popery. Betgre ig had given his xp this liberty heſhould 
have denewell-to haye remembred wha be hath ſo ofiea told us, 
that Chriſt fiſt cabliſhed, andthea left the-Governmeat in their 
hands;- and that the Apaltles exerciſed -iryand he hath yer produ- 
ced noScri prure-cammand for the alteration ; then belike Chriſt 
eſtabliſhed PoperysoHhe:Lordforgi ve him this Blaſphemy.. Bur 
why Lpray-Chouldiiz:be Popery gulita we? - i 


lg Pope:chaleugath 4 Power to excommunicare King! and | 


other: dotifiratesiade Wes i! 
What the Pepe doth, Jerfimn af: we challen 


to cenſure anyy 4 firit ſuch as are members of /rhe Ch _ Se 


condly, ſuch as being ſo became notorioulllyſeandalous.” Fhird- 
ly, ſuch as having been.once, twice, : thrige'admoniſhed for theit 


ſcandalous 


..D.4 


Theophilus Brabourn. 
ſcandalous courſes will yer-parkit ih their contumacious courſes. 
If the Pope cballengethta more, 'Þ believe he hath Gods Word 
on his fide, but Mt. Braboatm. may finde that the Pope chal- 
leageth atother power over Kings mve than this cometh to, 

Secondly, te Pope hetellech us, ſummons the People, exami- 
weth them, cenfureth them,'ſo did our Biſhops and thetr Chan 
cellors, ſo the Presbyterians, Independents, 

Mc, Bra bourn is very unhappy at making So's. 

T he Pope claimeth a ſuperiority as (br#3ts Vicar general, we 
know. no luch Oſhicer, we clainr ic ag Chrifits right arid proper 
Offcers, 2; 7218 N 1, 017 

The Pope will excomunicate for cauſes not allowable in 
Gods word, we onely 1n notorious caules, in which excommuni- 
cation is juſtified by Geds -word.,. Many other differences 
I covld give bim : Forthe Chancellours the Biſhops imployed, 
I know them not under the notion of Church-officers, I! the 
Pope, or Biſhop excommunicate' none Þut notorious contuma- 
cious cffznders, and do it in right order as they are Miniſters, not 
by virtue of any prelation of power about.the order of Presby- 
cers, 1 haye nothingto ay againlt them, I think we may < 
guilty of ſuch Popery and yer. be better Pcoceflants than Mr, 
Brabourn. 

Bur thirdly,” (he tels us) as we do the [ame things with the 
Pope, ſo we do them from the ſame Text of Scripture, Mat.16, 
18,19. we acknowledg there is one Gad and three Perſons, ſo 


«do the Papilts, both of' us are. agreed. in it from the conviction 


of the ſame Scriptures, What then 2? Is it therefore Popery for 
us to acknowledg the Unity of the Godhead; and Trinity of 
Perſons > We keg. the Keys from atth,16.18. fo doth 
the Pope, The Pope cballengeth them as given to Petey as Uni- 
verſal Biſhopz we challeage-them as given-tor.Pereri,/ as' a 
Church officer, & Ter uisy 
Paxe 70.” He tels us he findes three Popes#n the Churches, 
(chat's firange, three Univerſal Biſhops) the firſt © the Romiſh 
Pope, the ſecond the'Dioceſan Popes the third the. Pariſh Pope, 


Mr. Brabourn my make a fourth, a onſenſical Pope.. The + 
ne 


Romiſh Pope is the Father, (he ſays) the Dioceſan Pope the 
Childes the Pariſh Pope. the Grandechilde,' The man furely 
G 2 thinks 


Ts 


2, 


Am Anſwerer" 

chigks himſelf witty, /buit Ii wonder what features he! ſeerh ih 
oar faces, thar beat proportion with 4he Ronaiſh Popey if we be 
his Grand: children, I dare conclude him an unnatural father ; 
for I believe, he would gladiy _ ouc our eys. He-hach no 
moxe worth, taking, notice .of,.; He tails'a litiey: pap.72, and 
chats at the. Bren widhs to little purpole, pag.72,7 3, (whoſe 


tronage I will natundectake,) and pag. 7447 5576477178, 
Falks to Magiſtrates a little, who (1 kane) wil Awe Tr 
totake bis. counſel. I (ball Is leave him to bathe himſelf 
ia bis own folly, and'to gain. a-lictle more judgmene before he 
troubles the world with any more Books. 


—__—_—_— 


CHAP. X. 


That Mr. UNIT in what be hath falfly ſaidin this 
Bookconoerning the Chriſtian Sabbath, hath but lickt 
up an old Vomit which be once threw up in the High 

 Commilſlion Court. Here alſo you have the Copy of 
bis Recartation as an Anſwer to him. 


yet I muſtnot let Mr, Braboxrn 90; asT wentalongin 
Bis Book, I obferyed'him twice or thrice at leaf?, fl: oging at 
the Sabbath, pag. 35: where he denounceth a wo to the re- 
verend Aſſembly for «buf "ng the honeſt hearted Parlament, in 
making them believe that thoſe three Texts, AFts 20,7. Rev. 


1.10, 1Cor.15,1,2, prove that the Lords Day ought to be 


kept as the Chriſtian Sabbath ; and another Wo to all us Minie 
fters ( whom be cals) blinde G wider, for teaching our People ſo, 
and tels.us, that without repentance 'pur reckoning will be fear- 
full at the Day of Judgment, 

Again pag. 56,57. where he is curfing us again, (like a Pope, 
with Bell, Book, and Candle) and tels us, that the Lords day is 
210 more like the Sabbath, than aC ork 6 likg a Bylly or a Man 
like a Mouſe. 

I donot inteadto enter into a la diſcourſe abou thedivyine 


right of the Lords day, there bath been enough ſaid to prove ity 


by 


"Theophelys Brabourn. 45 
by Dr. Bowwd', Dc. Towng, Mi. Birnard,, Mie Sheppard, 
De. 71s, and many others, elpecially by thoſe two reyerend Reſporforia 
and learned men, Mr. Cawdry, and Mr. Palmer, which made ad Err9 ica 
me wave that diſcourſe laſt year in my antwer to Mr, Fiſher. Piſcatoris, 
It is ſufficiearro me, That the fourth Commardmenc may be DV 
tranſlated thus, Remember to keep holy a day of reſt” unto me, navn 


fix days ſhalt thou labour, and do in them all thou haFt to aosz 


But a ſeventh day is the Sabbath of the Lerd thy God, The 

cept as moral required onely ore day of ſ:yen, and Chriſt is 
the Lord of the Sabbath, and thote three Texrs will prove Apo. 
ftolical pratice,and it is eafieto prove the Cay of the reſwirecticn 
was kept holy, ard that day fennight agair, as 1 have proved 
againſt Mr. Fiſher, and Dr, Yourg hath lufficien:ly proved the * 
praQtice of the primitive Church in ir; Iſhall ſay no more now, 
bur ſuppoſing this were iruth, it ill befir:ed Mr. B-abozxrms mouth, 
as thou mayelt conclude Reader from whatT ſhalt tell thee, 

This very man Theophilns Brabourn wrote a Book rwenty 
years ſince Which he dedicated tothe King wherin he indeayours 
cd to prove that the Saturday was to be the Chriſtians weekly y Biſhop 
Sabbath, and the Sunday an ordinary working day, Very con- Whites Trea- 
fident he was, defied his adverfaries, He admoaiſheth the Bi- *f 1he $46- 
ſhops and the temporal ſtate to reflote the fourthCommandment to _ w (os 
his ancient poſſefhon, and profeft be would rather ſufter Martyr- — 
dome than betray ſuch a worthy cauſe, e+:, | 

While he was in bis heat, he was convened zato rhe High 
{omm1ſſion, where being afraid to loſe his cars, he made this «pe 
Recantation, (whereupon Biſhop #/þ/1e (miſtaken it frems) calsV. ib.p 305, 
him an unfeigned Convert.) Cohnfha 39 6, 


Hereas I Theophilus Brabourn hawe brew convert ed 

V 1 this honorable Conrt of Bigh Commiſſion for Cay 
ſes EccleſiaFt ical, for penning and publiſhing a certain Book en- 
tituled,| A Defence of that ancient Ordinance of Ged the Sab- 

bath-day] wherein 1 have Raſhly and Unadviſealy maintained 

that the Satwyday of every week ought niceſſarily to be our 
Chriftian Sabbatk-day, now in the time of the Gofpel, accord« 
ing tothe Rale of the fourth Commandment, I do now upon frrr = 
they trial, and beter adviſement being in conſcience convinced of 

I 3 mint 


Wo 
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An Anſwer to 
mine Error, ſincerely confeſs and achnowledg that my ſaid Pojie 
tion concerning the Saturday Sabbath was araſh and preſume 
tous Error: aud by theſe preſerts I dv here in all obedience and 
humility make my humble (ubmiſſion unto my holy Mother the 
Charch of Eoglacd, prom:/iny, that 1 willever hereafter carry 
my ſelf as an obedient Son, in ail peaceable and dutifull beha« 
viour to my Mother, and to the godly Father and Governours 
thereof. And as touching the Surday or Lords day, 1 do confe|s 
and acknowledg, that the ſame 1s an Holy-day of the Church, 
yea and a moſt ancient Holy-day, and very honorable , for 
St. Ignatius wk o 5 ved in the days of St, John rhe ApoStle, cal. 
l:th ut the Outer and Princeſs of Days ; And other of the Pri. 
raitive Fathers do give the ſame Day very honorable Titles, 
and did exhort their Auditors to obſerve #1 religiouſly, And. 
further I do confeſs and ackwowlede that this Day #s religiouſly 
to be obſerved, and upon the ſame' grounds, avdin the ſame 
manners 4s ts diretted by the Canonsof our Church, and Sta 
tutes of the Land. 


Mark here Reader, . how himſelf confeſ{eth what he deliver= 
eth concerning the Saturday Sabbath, to be a raſh and preſamps 
14045 e704r, and thathe Raſhly and un4dviſed'y maintained ity 
and profefizth he was in conſcience convinced of what he ſaid, 
and bow he humbles himſelf for it, and promiſeth amend- 
ment, 

For the Lords day, indeed: be doth not ſay, itis moral, (it is- 
like enough he would. if the Biſhops had pur him upon it) he 
confeflerh ic an Holy Day, obſerved in the Apoſtles times, to be 
religiouſly oblerved, and in the ſame manner as our Canons or 
Staintes exjoyn. Now may not we turn this wretches wo upon 
himſelf, and ſay, 1 to thee thou diſſembling Apoft ate, hypo- 
critey who repenteſt of thy repemance, returnest with the Dog 
to the Vomit, and the Sow to the wallowing inthe mire again? 

But bis peeviſh Letter againtt the firi& Miniſters of the Goſpel, / 
which this Author ar that time gave into a member of the F;gh 
Commiſſion, which is record:d in Biſhop whites Book pag. 

307.308. was enough to let the world know what laſt his con- 
ſcience was made of and that like a temporizing wretch, at- 


that 
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that very time he difſembled with God and man, not knowing 
how to ſave his ears without feigning that they were theP uri. 
tan Principles that brought bim to that errour, 

But I ſhall have done with bim, whoſe name links 
through all the Camp of 7ſrael, and ſhall leave im 
ro the Judgment of the great Day, concluding 
with thoſe words of our Szyiour, which {without 
due repentance) Mr. Braboury will hereafter hear in 
a terrible manner. | 


But thoſe mine Enemies which would not that I ſhould 
reign over them, Bring hither, and ſlay them bee 
fore me, Luke 19.27. 
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